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FOREWORD

The present volume contains the fourth instalment of Opinions

adopted by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature since the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Copenhagen, 1953. It comprises sixteen Opinions {Opinions 401

—

416), four Declarations {Declarations 23—26) and two Directions

{Directions 58 and 75).

2. The whole of the Opinions included in the present volume
are concerned with the names of genera and species of the Class

Aves. This arises from the fact that in October 1952 a large

block of applications relating to the names of birds was published

in a special triple-part (Part 1 /3) of Volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. In due course decisions on these

cases were taken by the International Commission in a series of

successive Voting Papers. The questions so voted upon fell into

two groups, namely, cases newly submitted to the Commission
and cases relating to names which had been dealt with by the

Commission in earlier Opinions but on which it had been found

that supplementary action was required. The decisions taken on
the six cases falUnginthis latter group were embodied in Directions,

of which five {Directions 17—21) were published in 1955 in Sec-

tion C of Volume 1 of the present Series, while the sixth {Direction

39) was pubhshed in 1956 in Section D of the same volume.

The decisions taken by the Commission on the new cases, the

appHcations relating to which were pubhshed in Volume 9 of the

Bulletin were allotted consecutive Opinion Numbers, thus making
it possible to group them all in a single volume of the present

Series. It was further decided that a single volume should be

allotted to this group of Opinions, it being considered that it would
serve the convenience of ornithologists if this important group

of Opinions on the names of birds were pubhshed in a special

volume wholly devoted to their speciahty.
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3. The Opinions included in the present volume almost all

deal with cases on which the initiative in approaching the Inter-

national Commission was taken by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature established by the Tenth Inter-

national Ornithological Congress, Uppsala, 1950. The Inter-

national Commission is greatly indebted to the Standing Com-
mittee and, in particular to Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

at that time the Chairman of that Committee, for the very

valuable assistance rendered in this way.

4. Of the four Declarations included in the present volume one

contains an interpretation of a provision in the Regies which the

International Commission found it necessary to give as a pre-

liminary to adopting a Ruhng on a point of ornithological

nomenclature raised in one of the cases on which Opinions are

included in the present volume, while the three other Declarations

relate to matters on which it was desired that decisions by the

Commission should be promulgated as rapidly as possible and
which it was decided therefore should be included in the present

volume, this being the volume at that time currently in process

of being published. The Declaration immediately concerned

with one of the Opinions included in the present volume is

Declaration 23 which contains a clarification of the Law of

Homonymy in relation to the status thereunder of each of three

pairs of specific names based, in the case of the names com-
prised in each pair, upon the same geographical term and differing

from one another only in spelUng. This Declaration was required

as a preliminary to the giving of a Ruhng upon the status of

certain names of this type bestowed upon Asiatic Woodpeckers
which had been submitted to the Commission by the Marquess

Hachisuka. The decision given by the Commission on this

latter case will be found in Opinion 402 in the present volume.

Of the remaining Declarations, two {Declarations 25 and 26)

were concerned with matters on which interpretations of the

relevant provisions of \hQ Regies were urgently required in con-

nection with the preparations, now well advanced, for the pubhca-

tion in book-form of the first instalment of the Ojficicd Lists

and Official Indexes, Both of these Declarations were con-

cerned with interpretations of Article 30 (determination of the
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type species of nominal genera), Declaration 26 giving a clarifica-

tion of the expression " monotypical genus " as used in Rule (c),

and Declaration 25 an interpretation of Rule (g) in that Article.

The fourth Declaration included in the present volume {Declara-

tion 24) generalises a decision on a question (the status of a name
published conditionally) which by an oversight had been dealt

with by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Copenhagen, 1953, in relation only to names pubUshed for taxa

belonging to a particular category.

5. The Directions included in the present volume are both

concerned with family-group-name problems arising in con-

nection with generic names dealt with in RuHngs given in Opinions

included earlier in the volume. At the time when the applications

on which those Opinions were based were submitted, the Inter-

national Commission was not under an obligation, when placing

generic names on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology,

to consider the problems raised by those names at the family-

group-name level and in consequence this matter was not dealt

with in the applications concerned. In order to make good
this omission, the Commission later entered into consultation

with interested specialists, these consultations leading ultimately

to the adoption of the two Directions now in question.

6. The present volume comprises 398 pages (T.P,—XII, i—1,

1—336). This volume is appreciably shorter than most of the

previous volumes, this being due to the decision (explained in

paragraph 2 above) to confine the Opinions included in it to

Opinions embodying Rulings on questions of ornithological

nomenclature based upon applications pubhshed in Volume 9

of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature in 1952.

7. By the RuHngs given in the Opinions and Directions com-

prised in the present volume a total of one hundred and twenty-

four (124) zoological names was added to the various Official

Lists and Official Indexes and the title of one work was added

to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological



VIII

Nomenclature. The distribution of the entries so made is shown
in the following table :

—

Additions to the " Official Lists " and
" Official Indexes " respectively

Category Ojficial Lists Official Indexes

Specific Names
Generic Names
Family-Group Names
Titles of Works

Totals

35

6

3

44

25

11

1

44 81

8. For the preparation of the index to the present volume

the Commission is indebted to its Registrar, Mrs. J. H. Newman,
who very kindly undertook this work in her spare time, Miss Mary
Cosh by whom the indexes for the immediately preceding volumes

were prepared, being at the time fully occupied with the prepara-

tion of indexes for other volumes pubHshed by the International

Trust.

FRANCIS HEMMING

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

28 Park Village East,

Regent's Park,

LONDON, N.W.I.

IGth May 1957.
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DECLARATION 23

CLARIFICATION OF THE STATUS UNDER THE LAW OF
HOMONYMY OF EACH OF THREE PAIRS OF SPECIFIC
NAMES BASED, IN THE CASE OF THE NAMES
COMPRISED IN EACH PAIR,UPON THESAME GEO-
GRAPHICAL TERM AND DIFFERING FROM ONE

ANOTHER ONLY IN SPELLING

DECLARATION:—The names comprised in each of
the under-mentioned pairs of specific names are to be
treated as homonyms of one another in any given genus
in Hke manner as though the names concerned were
identical with one another in spelUng :

—

(a) saghalinensis and sakhalinensis

;

(b) sibiricus and sibericus;

(c) tianshanicus and tianschanicus.

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 22nd June 1952 the Marquess Hachisuka {Atami, Shizuoka

Ken, Japan) submitted the following request for a Ruling by the

Commission on the question of names comprised in two pairs of

names, based in the case of the names comprised in each pair

upon the same geographical term and differing from one another

only in spelling:

—

Request for a Ruling that the trivial names of two woodpeckers, each
consisting of a slight variant of a previously published name based

upon a word transliterated into the Latin alphabet from a

language using another alphabet, be treated as junior

homonyms of the earlier names so published

By the Marquess HACHISUKA
{Atami, Shizuoka Ken, Japan)

The purpose of the present application is to ask the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to give a ruling that the

trivial names of two woodpeckers, each consisting of a slight variant

of a previously published name based upon a word transliterated into

the Latin alphabet from a language using another alphabet, are to be
treated as junior homonyms of the earlier names so published. From

AUGl 1966
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the point of view of Japanese ornithologists the first of these cases is a

matter of some urgency for the decennial revision of the Handlist of
the Japanese Birds is now in preparation and it is particularly desired

that the correct names for these birds should be used in it.

2. The birds concerned are now regarded as belonging to the genus

Picoides Lacepede, 1799. The birds involved in the first case were
originally described from material from the island of Sakhalin, the

second from the Tianschan area. The names in question are the

following:

—

(1) Dryobates leucotos saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931 {Tori 7: 1)

becomes congeneric with Picoides tridactylus sakhalinensis

Buturhn, 1907 {Orn. Monatsber. 15: 10) on the union of

Dendrocopos Koch, 1816 with Picoides Lacepede, 1799.

(2) Dendrocopus [sic] major tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910 {Orn. Mitt.,

Moskau 1910 (3): 200) becomes congeneric with Picoides

tridactylus tianschanicus Buturlin, 1907 {Orn. Monatsber.

15: 9) on the union of the genus Dendrocopos Koch, 1816,

with the genus Picoides Lacepede, 1799.

3. There is no authoritative approved spelling either for the word
used to denote the Island of Sakhalin or Saghalien, or for the word used

as the name of the Tianschan or Tianshan Mountains. Both these

names are based upon place names used in languages using alphabets

other than the Latin alphabet and in existing circumstances it is not

possible to establish that a Latinised version of these place names
spelt in one way is more correct than that spelt in another way. Slight

variations in spelling due to differences in transliteration are not open
to any serious objection in the case of trivial names, where the species

concerned are referred to different genera. The question does however
become one of consequence when two species or subspecies in the same
genus bear names that are essentially identical with one another,

differing, in form, only through slight difference in transliteration. In

the present instance, it would clearly be most confusing if in the same
genus there were birds, whose valid names were respectively saghalinen-

sis and sakhalinensis or tianshanicus and tianschanicus. Moreover, it

would impose a quite unreasonable strain upon Article 34 of the

Regies (as amended in Paris in 1948) to argue that the foregoing do
not represent pairs of homonyms, merely because of the difficulty

arising from the fact that we are concerned here not with true Latin
words but with Latinised versions of words transcribed from other

alphabets. I accordingly ask the International Commission to rule

that, under Articles 19 and 34, read together, the words of which the

foregoing pairs of names are composed are to be treated as homonyms
of one another.

4. The request now actually submitted is that the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should :

—
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(1) rule that the following pairs of variant spellings are to be treated

as homonyms of one another :

—

(a) saghalinensis and sakhalinensis

;

(b) tianshanicus and tianschanicus.

(2) place the following trivial names on the Official Index of Rejected
and Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:—
(a) saghalinensis Yamashima, 1931 as pubUshed in the com-

bination Dryobates leucotos saghalinensis (invaUd as a
junior secondary homonym consequent upon the reference

to the genus Picoides Lacepede, 1799, both of Dryobates
leucotos saghalinensis Yamashima, 1931, and of Picoides

tridactylus sakhalinensis Buturlin, 1907);

(b) tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, as published in the combination
Dendrocopus [sic] major tianshanicus (invalid as a junior
secondary homonym consequent upon the reference to the

genus Picoides Lacepede, 1799, both of Dendrocopus major
tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, and of Picoides tridactylus

tianschanicus Buturlin, 1907).

IL—THE SUBSEQUENT fflSTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt

of the communication from the Marquess Hachisuka reproduced

in the inmiediately preceding paragraph the question of the

interpretation of the • Law of Homonymy so raised and the

consequential rejection of specific names given to certain Asiatic

Woodpeckers was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 678.

When later it was decided to deal separately with these two
questions, the problem of the interpretation of Article 35, with

which the present Declaration is concerned, was re-registered

under the Number Z.N.(S.) 834.

3. Note on procedure added by tlie Secretary prior to the

publication of the present application: On 24th September 1952

Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, added the following note containing

a suggestion on the procedure to be adopted in dealing with the

present application:

—

Note by the Secretary to the Commission: It will be convenient in

connection with the application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka
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to recall that Dr. Helen Muir-Wood has already submitted an applica-

tion (Z.N.(S.) 530) which, though primarily concerned with the relative

status of the names Jakowleffia Puton, 1875, and Yakovlevia Fredericks,

1925 (1951, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 6: 90—92)^ raises a general question

of principle essentially identical with that raised in the present

application by the Marquess Hachisuka. For the only difference is

that Dr. Muir-Wood's application is concerned with scientific names
based upon the names of persons, while that of the Marquess Hachisuka
is concerned with scientific names based upon the names of places or

geographical features. It will, no doubt, be to the general convenience

if both these aspects of this general problem are dealt with simul-

taneously by the Commission rather than that they should be treated

as constituting separate problems, (signed) Francis Hemming. 24th

September 1952.

4. Publication of the present application: The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 4th July 1952 and, with Mr.

Hemming's note on procedure, was published on 15th October

1952 in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature (Hachisuka, 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: 102—103;

Hemming, 1952, ibid. 9: 103).

5. Issue of Public Notices: In view of the fact that the applica-

tions published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature constituted the first move to promote

stability in ornithological nomenclature taken by the Commission
for many years it was decided to take exceptional measures for

bringing these applications before ornithologists in all parts of

the world. First, Public Notice was given to applications not

involving the use of the Plenary Powers equally with those which

did involve the use of those Powers. Second, this Public Notice

was not only given in the normal prescribed manner, but in

addition was given to fourteen serial publications or institutions

specially concerned with ornithology. The names of the serials

and institutions in question have been given in the Opinion

The question of the application of the Law of Homonymy in relation to generic

names, each based upon the same word in cases where the word in question is

normally written in Cyrillic characters and where the two names differ from one
another in spelling solely by reason of the adoption of different methods of
transliterating Cyrillic characters into the Latin alphabet was dealt with by the
Copenhagen Congress of 1953 (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl.:
78—79, Decision 153) and in the light of the decision so taken a Ruling was given
later by the Commission in regard to the relative status of the names cited in

Dr. Helen Muir-Wood's application Z.N.(S.) 530. This decision was embodied
in Opinion 368 (1955, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl, 11: 255—264).
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{Opinion 401) relating to the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus^,

the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the first of the

series of appUcations submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature.

6. Comments received: The issue of the Public Notices specified

above elicited thirty-seven comments of a general character

relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature pubHshed in

Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen-
clature. These comments came from ornithological institutions,

groups of ornithologists and individual speciaHsts. Of these

comments, the authors of thirty-six gave general support to the

apphcations pubHshed in the foregoing Triple-Part. The single

remaining comment was from a specialist who was opposed to

any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers. The communica-
tions so received have been reproduced in the Appendix annexed

to Opinion 401 (ColymbusY, those supporting the applications

referred to above being given in Part 1, the single comment in

opposition to the above applications being given in Part 2.

Three comments on the proposed interpretation of the Law of

Homonymy were received in the Office of the Commission. In

each case the specialist concerned supported the action recom-

mended. No objection to the proposed interpretation was
received from any source. The following are the communications

received in this matter :

—

(a) From Dr. Hemiing Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske

Musemn, Copenhagen) (extract from a letter dated 5th

December 1952):

The existence of the trivial names saghalinensis and sakhalinensis or

tianshanicus and tianschanicus in the same genus would be a continuous
source of confusion and must be avoided.

(b) From Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen (London) (extract

from a letter dated 5th December 1952):

I wish to register my wholehearted agreement with Recommendations
Nos. . . . 20^ (woodpecker names and homonymy) . . .

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
* See Footnote 2.

* The number here cited by Colonel Meinertzhagen is the number under which the

present application appeared in the list of cases published in Triple-Part 1 /3 of
volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature which was printed on the

coloured wrapper (cover) in which the above Part was published.
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(c) From Dr. Ernest Mayr (then of the American Museum of

Natural History, New York) (extract from a letter dated

8th January 1953):

I agree with your comments to the petition submitted by Mr,
Hachisuka. I am of the opinion that a basic principle is involved

which should be settled by a policy Declaration of the Commission. In

my opinion all specific trivial names with identical endings should be
considered homonyms which diff"er only in details of spelling due to the

transliteration of the same geographical or personal name.

7. Action taken to secure a decision on the question of principle

involved from the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Copenhagen, 1953: The question of principle involved in the

present case formed part -of the larger question of the criteria to

be adopted in determining whether within any given genus a

particular pair of names which were not absolutely identical with

one another should be treated as homonyms of one another.

This problem was accordingly placed on the Agenda for the

Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature held at Copenhagen in

1953 in connection with the meetings of the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and of the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology. The portion of the problem

with which the present Declaration is concerned was entered as

Case No. 54 on the Copenhagen Agenda, For this purpose a

note was prepared by the Secretary citing the example provided

by the names of the Asiatic Woodpeckers discussed in Marquess
Hachisuka's application and suggesting a possible solution of the

problem involved (Hemming, 1953, Bull, zool Nomencl. 10:

430—431),

8. Decision on the question of principle raised in Marquess
Hachisuka's application taken by the Fourteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953: When the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology at its meeting held at

Copenhagen in 1953 came to consider outstanding problems in

relation to specific homonymy, it decided in the present case (on

the advice of the International Commission and of the

Colloquium), not to insert in the Regies a provision which would
provide a direct solution of cases such as that provided by the

names saghalinensis and sakhalinensis, considering it better,
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having regard to the diversity of spelUngs which might be

involved, to insert a provision directing that any such case which
might arise be brought to the attention of the Commission,

"whose duty it shall be to rule upon the status under the Law of

Homonymy of the two names in question" (1953, Copenhagen

Decisions zool.Nomencl: 81. Decision 158).

9. Action taken by the Secretary in 1954 to obtain from the

International Conunission a decision on the relative status under

the Law of Homonymy of the names comprised in each of the two

pairs of names discussed in the application submitted by Marquess

Hachisuka: When in the spring of 1954 Mr, Hemming, as

Secretary, came to consider the form in which the issues raised

in the present application should be submitted to the Commission,

he took the view that the correct course would be to prepare for

the consideration of the Commission two Voting Papers. In the

first of these Voting Papers the Commission would be invited to

vote upon the question of the adoption of a Declaration dealing

with the status under the Law of Homonymy of the names
comprised in each of the two pairs of names discussed in the

application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka ; in the second

Voting Paper the Commission would be asked to vote on the

proposal submitted in the same appUcation that the names found

to be homonyms under the RuUng proposed in the suggested

Declaration should be placed on the Official Index ofRejected and

Invalid Specific Names in Zoology^. As regards the first of these

questions the proposal prepared for the consideration of the

Commission was that it should adopt a Declaration in the

following terms :

—

The names comprised in each of the under-mentioned pairs of

specific names are to be treated as homonyms of one another in any
genus in like manner as though the names concerned were identical

with one another in spelling: (a) saghalinensis and sakhalinensus

:

(b) tianshanicus and tianschanicus.

* The decision taken by the Commission in regard to the names here referred to

has since been embodied in Opinion 403 (Part 4 of the present volume).
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III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

10. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)82: On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(54)82) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

"the proposal for the adoption of a Declaration regarding the

status for the purposes of the Law of Homonymy of the names
comprised in each of two pairs of similar specific names, as set

out in the draft at the foot of the present Voting Paper ". The
draft here referred to has been given in paragraph 9 of the present

Declaration.

11. The Prescribed Voting Period for Voting Paper V.P.(54)82:

As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued under the Three-Month
Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

12. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)82: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)82 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received)

:

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Jaczewski; Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J. C);
Hemming; do Amaral; Pearson; Hanko; Mertens;

Sylvester-Bradley; Cabrera; Stoll;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

13. Declaration of Result of Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)82:

On 17th August 1954, Mr, Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote
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taken on Voting Paper V.P,(54)82, signed a Certificate that the

Votes cast were as set out in paragraph 12 above and declaring

that the proposal submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had

been duly adopted and that the decision so taken was the decision

of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid.

14. Proposed amplification of the Ruling to be given in the

present case by the addition thereto of a third pair of specific

names to be treated as homonyms of one another within any given

genus: On 12th October 1955 Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the

Commission, submitted the following supplementary paper in

which he suggested that an addition should be made to the pairs

of specific names specified in the paper which had been submitted

by the Marquess Hachisuka in 1952 as being pairs of names
which within any given genus should be treated as homonyms of

one another:

—

Proposed addition to a '' Declaration " relating to specific homonymy,
already adopted but not yet promulgated, of a provision that within

any given genus the spelling variants " sibiricus " and
" sibericus " are to be treated as homonyms of one

another

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The purpose of the present note is to draw attention to an inadvertent

omission in a decision taken by the Commission, in a vote taken in

1954 on a case of ornithological nomenclature, and to recommend
that that omission should be made good by a supplementary decision

to be incorporated in a Declaration also adopted in 1954 in connection

with a case of ornithological nomenclature which however has not yet

been promulgated. The facts of the present case are set out below.

2. In Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature two applications were published which involved, directly

or indirectly, an interpretation of Article 35 relating to specific

homonymy. The applications in question were the following:

—

(a) an application (Z.N.(S.) 678) in which the late Marquess
Hachisuka asked for a Ruling that within any given genus the

specific names saghalinensis and sakhalinensis should be treated

as homonyms of one another and that so also be treated the

names tianshanicus and tianschanicus (Hachisuka, 1952, Bull.

zooL Nomencl. 9: 102—103);
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(b) an application (Z.N.(S.) 496) in which the late Dr. James L.

Peters asked the Commission to place on the Official List of
Specific Names in Zoology the specific name leucoptera Pallas,

1811, as published in the combination Alauda leucoptera, the

assumption on which this request was based being that the

older name sibirica Gmelin, [1789], as published in the

combination Alauda sibirica, (which it was agreed by ornitholo-

gists was a senior subjective synonym of the name leucoptera

Pallas), was invahd as a junior secondary homonym of the

name siberica Sparrman, 1786, as published in the combination
Tanagra siberica (a name which it was explained was currently

regarded by ornithologists as a junior subjective synonym of
yeltonensis Forster, 1767, as published in the combination
Alauda yeltonensis) (Peters, 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9:

77—79).

3. At the time when the foregoing applications were published,

there existed in the Regies no provision regulating the relative status

for the purposes of the Law of Homonymy of closely similar specific

names of the same origin and meaning, such as those cited in the

preceding paragraph. Accordingly this question was placed on the

Agenda of the Colloquium on Zoological Nomenclature, Copenhagen,
1953, where it figured as Case No. 54 (Hemming, 1953, Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 10: 430—431). When this problem came to be discussed at

Copenhagen, the Congress, on the advice of the Commission and the

Colloquium, decided against the incorporation in the Regies of a

provision of a general character (such as I had recommended) which
would have provided an automatic means for dealing with all cases

of this kind, the Congress considering it better to insert a provision
that the problem presented by names of the kind here under considera-

tion should be dealt with name by name. The Congress at the same
time charged the Commission with the duty of giving Rulings upon the

relative status under the Law of Homonymy of such names when such
cases were submitted to it under the foregoing provision (1953,

Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl.: 81, Decision 158).

4. When in May 1954 the Commission came to vote on the proposal
submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka (paragraph 2(a) above), two
Voting Papers were submitted to it. Under the first of these

(V.P.(54)82) the Commission was asked to vote upon a proposed
Declaration defining the relative status of the names comprised in each
of the pairs of names brought forward in the above application, while
under the second (V.P.(54)83) it was asked to vote on the proposal
that the later published of each of the two pairs of names should be
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in

Zoology^. The proposals so submitted were approved by the Com-
mission which by its vote on the first of the foregoing Voting Papers

* See Footnote 4,
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agreed to render a Declaration that " the names comprised in each of

the under-mentioned pairs of specific names are to be treated as

homonyms of one another in Uke manner as though the names
concerned were identical with one another in spelling : (a) saghalinensis

and sakhalinensis; (b) tianshanicus and tianschanicus".

5. Unfortunately, when Dr. Peters' application (paragraph 2(b)

above) was submitted to the Commission for decision, the Commission
(through an oversight on my part) was only asked (on Voting Paper
V.P.(54)79) to vote on the proposal actually submitted by Dr. Peters,

instead of being asked also—as a preliminary—to vote on the question

of adopting a Declaration that within a single genus specific names
consisting of the words sibirica and siberica be treated as homonyms
of one another, this being the assumption on which the whole of

Dr. Peters' application was based^.

6. The foregoing omission came to notice only recently when I was
preparing the Declaration and the Opinions needed to give effect to the

decisions discussed above. I propose that this omission should now
be rectified by the adoption of a Ruling under the Copenhagen
procedure described above that in accordance with the decision already

taken implicitly by the Commission when voting on Dr. Peters'

application the names sibiricus and sibericus, when used as specific or

subspecific names within a single genus, be treated as homonyms of

one another. (I think that, as in the case of the names tianshanicus

and tianschanicus, the adjectival specific names now to be voted upon
should be cited in the masculine gender, notwithstanding the fact that

in the particular instance dealt with in Dr. Peters' application these

names were cited in the feminine gender). I should add that, pending

the taking of a decision by the Commission on the proposal now
submitted, I am deferring the formal completion of the Declaration

based upon the Marquess Hachisuka's application (paragraph 4 above)

in order that the decision of the Commission on the proposal arising

out of Dr. Peters' paper which I now submit may, if approved, be

incorporated in the same Declaration. This procedure will not only

be of convenience to the general reader but in addition will secure

economies in printing costs.

15. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(55)35: On 12th October

1955 a Voting Paper (V.P.(O.M.)(55)35) was issued in which the

Members of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or

against, " the proposal relating to the adoption of a Declaration

defining the relative status for the purposes of the Law of

Homonymy of the specific names sibiricus and sibericus, recom-

mended in paragraph 6 of the memorandum by the Secretary,

' The decision of the Commission in regard to these names has since been embodied
in Opinion 402 (Part 3 of the present volume).
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numbered Z.N,(S.) 834 submitted simultaneously with the present

Voting Paper " [i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the

paper reproduced in paragraph 14 of the present Declaration].

16. The Prescribed Voting Period for Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)

(55)35: As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued under the

One-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 12th

November 1955.

17. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(55)35:

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the

voting on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(55)35 was as follows^:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by thefollowing twenty-four

(24) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Hering; Holthuis; Lemche; Vokes; Jaczewski; Stoll;

Esaki; Boschma; Riley; Miller; Bradley (J. C); Sylvester-

Bradley; Prantl; Mayr; Tortonese; do Amaral; Dymond;
Hemming; Bonnet; Mertens; Cabrera; Key; Kiihnelt;

Hanko

;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1):

Bodenheimer;

* During the interval between the taking of the vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)82
and of the vote on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(55)35 the following seven zoologists

had been elected to the membership of the Commission :

—

Dr. K. H. L. Key {Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation,
Canberra, A.C.T., Australia) (15th October 1954)

Dr. Alden H. Miller (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California,

U.S.A.) (29th October 1954)

Doc. Dr. Ferdinand Prantl {Ndrodni Museum V Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia)
(30th October 1954)

Professor Dr. Wilhelm Kuhnelt (Zoologisches Institut. der Universitdt, Vienna,
Austria) (6th November 1954)

Professor F. S. Bodenheimer {The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th
November 1954)

Professor Ernst Mayr {Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A) (4th December 1954)

Professor Enrico Tortonese {Museo di Storia Naturale " G. Doria ", Genova,
Italy) (16th December 1954)
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(d) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

18. Declaration of Result of Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)

(55)34: On 21st November 1955, Mr. Hemming, Secretary to

the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for

the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.(55)35, signed a

Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in paragraph 17

above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the foregoing

Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so

taken was the decision of the International Commission in the

matter aforesaid.

19. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Declara-

tion ": On 22nd February 1956 Mr. Hemming prepared the

Ruling given in the present Declaration and at the same time

signed a Certificate that the terms of that RuHng were in complete

accord with those of the proposal approved by the International

Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)82, as supple-

mented by the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(55)35.

20. At the time of the submission of the present appHcation

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this cate-

gory. These changes in terminology have been incorporated in

the RuUng given in the present Declaration.

21. The prescribed procedures were duly compUed with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Declaration is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.
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22. The present Declaration shall be known as Declaration

Twenty-Three (23) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-Second day of February,

Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Six.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

COMPOSITION AT THE TIME OF THE ADOPTION OF THE
RULING GIVEN IN DECLARATION 24

A. The Officers of the Commission

Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl Jordan {British Museum {Natural History), Zoologicat
Museum, Tring, Herts, England)

President : Professor James Chester Bradley {Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., U.S.A.)
(12th August 1953)

Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral {Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953)

Secretary : Mr. Francis Hemming {London, England) (27th July 1948)

B. The Members of the Commission

{Arranged in order ofprecedence by reference to date ofelection or ofmost recent re-election

as prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology)

Professor H. Boschma {Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands)
(1st January 1947)

Senor Dr. Angel Cabrera {La Plata, Argentina) (27th July 1948)
Mr. Francis Hemming {London, England) (27th July 1948) {Secretary)

Dr. Henning Lemche {Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark) (27th
July 1948)

Professor Teiso Esaki {Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japati) (17th April 1950)
Professor Pierre Bonnet {Universite de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950)
Mr. Norman Denbigh Riley {British Museum {Natural History), London) (9th June 1950)
Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski {Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw,
Poland) (15th June 1950)

Professor Robert Mertens {Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt
a.M., Germany) (5th July 1950)

Professor Erich Martin Hering {Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitdt zu Berlin,

Germany) (5th July 1950)
Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral {S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) {Vice President)
Professor J. R. Dymond {University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953)
Professor J. Chester Bradley {Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August

1953) {President)

Professor Harold E. Yokes {Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland, U.S.A.)
. (12th August 1953)

Professor Btla Hanko {Mezogazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953)
Dr. Norman R. Stoll {Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N. Y,,

U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)
Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley {Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953)
Dr. L. B. HoLTHUis {Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, the Netherlands)

(12th August 1953)
Dr. K. H. L. Key {Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation,

Canberra, A.C.T., Australia) (15th October 1954)
Dr. Alden H. Miller {Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.)

(29th October 1954)
Doc. Dr. Ferdinand Prantl {Ndrodni Museum v Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th
October 1954)

Professor Dr. Wilhelm Kuhnelt {Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria)
(6th November 1954)

Professor F. S. Bodenheimer {The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th November
1954)

Professor Ernst Mayr {Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954)

Professor Enrico Tortonese {Museo di Storia Naturale " G. Doria," Genova, Italy)

(16th December 1954)
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CLARIFICATION OF THE STATUS UNDER ARTICLE 25

OF THE " REGLES " OF A NAME FOR A TAXON
PUBLISHED CONDITIONALLY AND MATTERS

INCIDENTAL THERETO

DECLARATION.—(1) Where for a taxon of any
category an author publishes a name conditionally, the

name so published does not lose its status of availability

by reason of being so published (amplification of a
provision relating to the publication conditionally of
specific names adopted by the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool.

Nomencl 4 : 144—145, Decision 17(a)).

(2) The Recommandation deprecating the publication

of specific names conditionally inserted in the Regies

by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,
Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 144—145,
Decision 17(b)) is hereby extended so as to apply also

to the publication conditionally of names for taxa

belonging to other categories.

L THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 29th December 1954, Mr. Francis Hemming {Secretary to

the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) sub-

mitted to the International Commission the following paper

iEPMl956
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containing a request for the adoption of a Declaration clarifying

the status under Article 25 of the Regies of a name for a genus

published conditionally and matters incidental thereto :

—

Request for a " Declaration " defining the status of a

generic name published conditionally

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The purpose of the present application is to seek a Declaration from
the International Commission on a point of interpretation of Article 25
of the Regies on which a provision (embodying a Ruling given by the

Commission) at the species-name level has been incorporated into the

Regies by the International Congress of Zoology but on which through
inadvertence no request was made at the same time for a decision in

relation to the corresponding problem at the generic-name level.

The present is the first of two such cases, the second being concerned
with the question of the species to be accepted as the type species of
a substitute genus when the author publishing the substitute generic

name designates for the nominal genus so established a type species

which is not, or could not be, the type species of the genus, the name
of which is so replaced. The proposals on this latter question will be
found on pp. 35—37 of the present volume^.

2. The present application is concerned with the question of the

availability of a generic name published conditionally. At the species-

name level the corresponding problem was dealt with by the Com-
mission in Opinion 49 (1912, Smithson. Publ. 2060 : 112—113) and the

decision so given was incorporated into the Regies as follows by the

Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 144— 145) which decided :

—

(a) that words should be inserted in the Regies to make it clear that,

where an author doubtfully identifies known material with
a described species but publishes for that material a new specific

name for use therefor if later it is found that that material

is referable to an unnamed species, the specific name given

The decision taken by the International Commission in this matter has since
been embodied in Declaration 27 (in the press).

'"^
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conditionally in this manner is available for that species as

from the date of its original publication and is to be attributed

to its original author. Example : The specific name Siphono-

phora asclepiadifoUi given conditionally by Thomas in 1879

to known material which he doubtfully identified with a

previously named species {Aphis asclepiadis Fitch) is available

as from 1879 for the material so named by Thomas.

(b) that a Recommandation should be inserted at the appropriate

point in the Regies strongly deprecating the publication of

names conditionally.

3. Everyone will agree with the view expressed by the Congress that

the publication of names conditionally is highly objectionable and
ought to be avoided, but, in view of the decision in relation to this

problem at the species-name level quoted in the preceding paragraph,

it would be highly illogical to adopt any other principle in relation

to the same problem at the generic-name level. The effect of extending

the existing decision in the foregoing manner would be to make it

clear that a generic name published conditionally is to be accepted

as having acquired availability thereby, provided, of course, that,

when so published, it is accompanied by an indication, definition or

description. This will almost certainly mean that, as in the case of
specific names, the proposed Declaration will in practice apply only to

generic names published conditionally prior to 1st January 1931,

the date on which the more rigorous provisions of Proviso (c) to

Article 25 came into effect. For, apart from the fact that it is now
generally agreed that the publication of names conditionally is open
to objection and the practice is in consequence generally avoided, it is

unlikely that, as required by Proviso (c), a generic name published

conditionally would be accompanied both by a verbal diagnosis and
by the designation of a type species.

4, I accordingly now recommend the adoption by the Commission
of a Declaration on the following lines. It is not necessary for the

Commission to recommend also the adoption by the Congress of a

Recommandation deprecating the publication of generic names con-

ditionally for, as will be seen from the decision by the Paris Congress
quoted in paragraph 2 above, the Recommandation then inserted in

the Regies referred to- names generally and was not confined to specific

names.

Proposed Declaration :—Where an author publishes a generic name
conditionally and (1) if the name was published prior to 1st January
1931, provides, as required by Proviso (a) to Article 25, an indication,

definition or description of the genus so named and (2) if the name
was published on or after the foregoing date, also designates or indicates
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as required by Proviso (c) to the said Article, a type species for the

genus so named, the generic name in question possesses the status of

availability as from the date on which it was published conditionally

and is to be attributed to the author by whom it was so published.

11. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt

of the foregoing application, the question of the adoption of a

Declaration in the sense recommended was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 833.

3. Publication of the present application : The present application

was sent to the printer on 31st December 1954 and published on
31st January 1955 in Part 1 of volume 11 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl.

11 : 19—20).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Public Notice of the possible

adoption of a Declaration, as recommended in the application

submitted in the present case, was given in like manner as though

the foregoing application involved the possible use by the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary

Powers on 31st January 1955 (a) in Part 1 of volume 11 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

Mr. Hemming's application was published) and (b) to the other

prescribed serial publications. In addition Notice was given

to certain general zoological serial publications in Europe and
America,



DECLARATION 24 Xxiii

5. No objection received : The publication of the present

appHcation ehcited no objection to the action proposed from any
source.

6. Suggested revision of the form of the " Declaration " proposed

to be adopted : On 22nd July 1955, Mr. Hemming, as Secretary,

prepared for the consideration of the International Commission
the following note in which he suggested that the form of the

Declaration proposed to be adopted should be modified in such

a way as to make the Declaration more comprehensive in scope :

—

The Congress has already inserted in the Regies a provision that the

status of a specific name published conditionally is not to be held to be
impaired by reason of being so published, though at the same time
the Congress inserted a Recommandation in the Regies deprecating the

publication of a name in this way. The object of the present applica-

tion was to secure a Ruling making it clear that the foregoing decision

applies also to generic names published conditionally. On further

reflection, I consider that the best course would be for the Commission
now to adopt a Declaration in general terms, applying to names
published for taxa of all categories the Ruling already given by the

Congress in the case of names for species. It will not be necessary

similarly to extend the existing Recommandation deprecating the publica-

tion of names conditionally, for that Recommandation was drafted

in general terms and was not limited to names for species. The
broader approach now suggested has the merit that it leaves quite

unprejudiced the question of how and at what point or points the

proposed provision can best be incorporated in the revised text of the

Regies.

7. Form of proposal submitted with Voting Paper : When at

the end of July 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Voting Paper

to be submitted to the Members of the Commission with regard

to the present application (as to which see paragraph 8 below)

he annexed to that Voting Paper as Note 3 the proposal quoted

in paragraph 6 above. At the same time he recommended that

the Declaration, exclusive of the portion relating to the proposed

extension of the existing Recommandation deprecating the pub-

lication of names conditionally should be in the following

form :

—
'* Where for a taxon ofany category an author pubhshes
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a name conditionally, the name so published does not lose its

status of availability by reason of being so published."

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(55)13 : On 5th August 1955

a Voting Paper (V.P.(55)13) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against
" the proposal for the adoption of a Declaration in the terms set

out in the draft at the foot of the present Voting Paper on the

subject of the status of names published conditionally ". The
terms of the draft here referred to have been reproduced in para-

graph 7 of the present Declaration.

9. The Prescribed Voting Period ; As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 5th November 1955.

10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(55)13 : At

the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(55)13 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five

(25) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Bodenheimer ; Holthuis ; Riley ; Vokes ; StoU ; Hering ;

Bradley (J.C.) ; Lemche ; Prantl ; Hanko ; Mayr ;
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do Amaral ; Jaczewski ; Esaki ; Kiihnelt ; Dymond
;

Sylvester-Bradley ; Key ; Mertens ; Bonnet ; Hemming
;

Miller ; Cabrera ; Boschma ; Tortonese ;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Voting Papers not returned

None.

11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 6th November 1955,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(55) 1 3,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Com-
mission in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the present " Declaration "
: On 24th May

1956, Mr, Hemming prepared the present Declaration and at the

same time signed a Certificate that the terms of this Declaration

were in complete accord with those of the proposal approved

by the International Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper

V.P.(55)13.

13. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in deahng

with the present case, and the present Declaration is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Com-
mission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue

of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.
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14. The present Declaration shall be known as Declaration

Twenty-Four (24) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-Fourth day of May, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Six.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

COMPOSITION AT THE TIME OF THE ADOPTION OF THE
RULING GIVEN IN DECLARATION 25

A. The Officers of the Commission

Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl Jordan (British Museum (Natural History), Zoological
Museum, Tring, Herts, England)

President : Professor James Chester Bradley (Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., U.S.A.)
(12th August 1953)

Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral (Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953)

Secretary : Mr. Francis Hemming (London, England) (27th July 1948)

B. The Members of the Commission

(Arranged in order ofprecedence by reference to date ofelection or ofmost recent re-election

as prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology)

Professor H. Boschma (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands)
(1st January 1947)

Senor Dr. Angel Cabrera (Eva Peron, F.C.N.G.R., Argentina) (27th July 1948)
Mr. Francis Hemming (London, England) (27th July 1948) (Secretary)

Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark) (27th
July 1948)

Professor Teiso Esaki (Kyushu University, Fukuoka,. Japan) (17th April 1950)
Professor Pierre Bonnet (Universite de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950)
Mr. Norman Denbigh Riley (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950)
Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw,
Poland) (15th June 1950)

Professor Robert Mertens (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt
a.M., Germany) (5th July 1950)

Professor Erich Martin Hering (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitdt zu Berlin,

Germany) (5th June 1950)
Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice President)
Professor J. R. Dymond (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953)
Professor J. Chester Bradley (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August

1953) (President)

Professor Harold E. Yokes (Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland, U.S.A.)
(12th August 1953)

Professor Bela Hanko (Mezogazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953)
Dr. Norman R. Stoll (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N. Y.,

U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)
Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953)
Dr. L. B. HoLTHUis (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands)

(12th August 1953)
Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation,

Canberra, A.C.T., Australia) (15th October 1954)
Dr. Alden H. Miller (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.)

(29th October 1954)
Doc. Dr. Ferdinand Prantl (Ndrodni Museum v Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th
October 1954)

Professor Dr. Wilhelm Kuhnelt (Zoologisches Institut der Universitdt, Vienna, Austria)
(6th November 1954)

Professor F. S. Bodenheimer (The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (1 1th November
1954)

Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954)

Professor Enrico Tortonese (Museo di Storia Naturale " G. Doria," Genova, Italy)

(16th December 1954)
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CLARIFICATION OF RULE (g) IN ARTICLE 30 IN RELA-
TION TO THE SELECTION OF THE TYPE SPECIES OF
- A GENUS IN A CASE WHERE THE NOMINAL SPECIES
SO SELECTED, THOUGH NOT ITSELF CITED AT
THE TIME OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE
GENUS IN QUESTION, IS OBJECTIVELY
IDENTICAL WITH ANOTHER NOMINAL

SPECIES WHICH WAS SO CITED

DECLARATION :—Where two or more nominal
species are objectively identical with one another (the

two species being based upon the same type specimen,

those names being in consequence objective synonyms
of one another) and where one of those nominal species

is one of two or more such species included in a nominal
genus established prior to 1st January 1931, a later

author is to be accepted as having made a valid type

selection under Rule (g) in Article 30 if he so selects

any of the objectively identical nominal species in question,

irrespective of whether the nominal species so selected is

that which was cited by the author of the generic name
at the time when he established the nominal genus so

named.

EXAMPLE : The nominal species Astacus mannus
Fabricius, 1775, is objectively identical with the nominal
species Cancer gammarus Linnaeus, 1758 (the name
mannus being no more than a substitute name {nom. nov.)

for the earlier published name gammarus). Accordingly,

as Weber (1795) cited Astacus marinus Fabricius, 1775,

as one of the species included in the genus Homarus
Weber, 1795, the selection by a later author (Rathbun)
of the objectively identical nominal species Cancer
gammarus Linnaeus, 1758, as the type species of Homarus
Weber, 1795, is a valid type selection for the purposes
of Rule (g) in Article 30, notwithstanding the fact that

that nominal species was not cited by Weber when he
established the nominal genus Homarus,

•EP1 41956
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I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 6th December 1954, Mr. Francis Hemming (Secretary to

the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) sub-

mitted to the International Commission the following paper

containing a request for the adoption of a Declaration clarifying

the mterpretation of Rule (g) in Article 30 in relation to the

selection of the type species of a genus in a case where the nominal
species so selected, although not itself cited at the time of the

establishment of the genus in question, is objectively identical

with another nominal species which was so cited :

—

Proposed adoption of a " Declaration " clarifying Rule (g) in Article 30
in relation to the selection of the type species of a genus in a case

where the nominal species so selected, though not itself cited

at the time of the establishment of the genus in question,

is objectively identical with another nominal species

which was so cited

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The present appHcation is designed to secure through the adoption
of B. Declaration a ruHng on a small point in connection with the selection

under Rule (g) in Article 30 of the type species of a genus in a case

where an author selects as the type species a nominal species which,
though not one of the species cited at the time of the establishment of
the nominal genus in question, is objectively identical with such a

species.

2. Two cases of the kind indicated above have recently come to light

in connection with the work of the Commission. One of the generic

names so involved is the generic name HomarusWehQV, 1795 {Nomencl.

ent. Fabr. : 94). The following particulars relating to this case will

illustrate clearly the nature of the problem now submitted :

—

(1) Weber (1795) placed in the genus Homarus six nominal species,

for one of which he cited also a named variety. The first of
the nominal species so cited by Weber was Astacus marinus
Fabricius, 1775 {Syst. Ent. : 413).

(2) The nominal species Astacus marinus Fabricius, 1775, was not
a new species in the taxonomic sense, the name Astacus marinus
being only a no?n. nov. pro the name Cancer gammarus Linnaeus,

1758. The names marinus Fabricius, 1775, and gammarus
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Linnaeus are thus objective synonyms of one another and the

nominal species bearing these names are objectively identical

with one another, each being based upon the same type

specimen.

(3) Up to 1904 the generic name Homarus was commonly attributed

to Milne Edwards (H.), 1837 (Roret's Suite a Buffon, Hist. nat.

Crust. 2 : 333), This was correct so long as Weber's earlier

use of this generic name remained unknown, for Milne Edwards
clearly considered Homarus to be a new genus of which he
himself was the author. Milne Edwards did not, however,
designate a type species for the genus so named.

(4) In 1858 Desmarest (in Chenu, Ency. Hist, nat., Crust. Moll.

Zooph. : 38) selected Homarus vulgaris Milne Edwards, 1837

(: 334) to be the type species of Homarus Milne Edwards.
This selection is perfectly valid for Homarus Milne Edwards,
to which name it was expressly related by Desmarest, but it

naturally has no bearing on the question of the species to be
accepted as the type species of Homarus Weber, 1795.

(5) In 1904 (Proc. biol. Soc. Wash. 17 : 170) Miss Rathbun, dealing

with Weber (1795), stated that the type species of Homarus
Weber was ""Homarus gammarus (Linnaeus) ", at the same
time indicating in a footnote that she considered that this species

had been so selected by Milne Edwards (1837). On this

latter point Miss Rathbun was in error, since, as shown in

(3) above, Milne Edwards made no reference to Homarus
Weber, dealing only with his own genus Homarus Milne
Edwards. However, as Miss Rathburn clearly indicated that

she regarded Homarus gammarus (Linnaeus), i.e. Cancer
gammarus Linnaeus, as the type species of Homarus, her action

would have ranked as a valid selection by herself of the fore-

going species as the type species of Homarus Weber under
a decision by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 181—182), if Cancer
gammarus Linnaeus had been eligible for selection as the type

species of this genus. But that nominal species was not one
of those cited by Weber when establishing the genus Homarus.
Accordingly, under the Regies as hitherto interpreted, Miss
Rathbun's selection of the foregoing nominal species as the

type species of Homarus Weber is invalid.

(6) The first author to select one of the originally included nominal
species to be the type species of Homarus Weber was, I am
informed by Dr. L. B. Holthuis {Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke

Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands), Fowler who in 1912 {Ann.

Rep. New Jersey State Mus. 1911 : 333) so selected Astacus

marinus Fabricius. Fowler added that this species had been
" virtually designated " as the type species of this genus by
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Miss Rathbun in 1904 [i.e. in the paper referred to in (5)
above], when she stated that "Homarus gammarus (Linnaeus)

"

was the type species of Homarus Weber.

3. At Paris in 1948 the International Congress of Zoology, on the

advice of the International Commission, was at pains to make it clear

in the Regies that the only nominal species which are eligible for selection

under Rule (g) in Article 30 as the type species of any given nominal
genus, established prior to 1st January 1931, are nominal species which
were cited by name at the time when the generic name in question was
first published. The purpose of this decision was to put an end to the

doubts and consequent confusion which had previously existed through
the lack of a clear definition of what constitutes " an originally included

species " in a genus and in consequence through the claims often

advanced in the past in particular cases that a valid type selection

should be deemed to have been effected when an author selected as the

type species of a genus a nominal species which had not been included

therein when the generic name was first published in cases where the

species so " selected " was subjectively identified by later authors with

one of the nominal species originally included in the genus in question.

The Congress (on the advice of the Commission) sought, when intro-

ducing the objective test of what constitutes an originally included

species, to reduce to the minimum any disturbance arising from the

introduction of the foregoing provision in cases where currently

accepted type selections rested upon subjective identifications of the

kind discussed above. For this purpose the Congress inserted a

provision prescribing that the species to be accepted as being originally

included species were to be not only " the nominal species cited by the

original author as valid taxonomic species belonging to that nominal
genus " but also " any nominal species cited on that occasion as

synonyms ofnominal species " treated by that author as valid taxonomic
species (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 179—180, Decision 69(3)(a)).

4. At the same time that the Paris Congress took the decisions

described above, it decided also with the same object in view to insert

in the Regies a provision that, " where a subsequent author selects

as the type species of a nominal genus a nominal species which is not

an originally included species" as defined above " or accepts the selection

of such a nominal species by a previous author and at the same time

synonymises that nominal species with a nominal species which is one
of the originally included species, he is to be accepted as having selected

that originally included species to be the type species of the nominal
genus in question " (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 180, Decision

69(3)(b)).

5. The decisions taken by the International Congress of Zoology
quoted in the two immediately preceding paragraphs show that, while

the International Congress was determined to establish and maintain
strictly objective standards for defining what constitutes an originally

included species for any given nominal genus, it was anxious also to
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avoid imposing burdensome restrictions of a ritualistic character.

It is against this background that, as it seems to me, the problem
raised in the present paper should be judged. To revert for a moment
to the example given in paragraph 2 above, it is quite clear that Miss
Rathbun's selection of Cancer gammarus Linnaeus, 1758, as the
type species of Homarus Weber, 1795, is technically defective in that
the foregoing nominal species was not cited by Weber when he
established the genus Homarus. On the other hand, it is true also that
the foregoing nominal species is objectively identical with the nominal
species Astacus marinus Fabricius, 1775, which was one of Weber's
originally included species, the later published of these two names
being no more than a substitute name for the older one, the two
nominal species so named having in consequence the same type
specimen. For all practical purposes therefore it makes no difference

whatever whether the name Cancer gammarus Linnaeus, 1758, or the
name Astacus marinus Fabricius, 1775, is used in any given context,

for the two names represent an identical concept. In these circum-
stances it seems to me that it would be unduly ritualistic to reject as
invalid a type selection made under one of these names (on the ground
that it was not the name cited for the species concerned by the original

author of a genus) in favour of a type selection made by a later author
who, when making that selection, used for the species concerned the

second of the names in question, since from the taxonomic point of
view the effect of each type selection is identical with that of the other
and there is no possibility of confusion arising through the intrusion

of any subjective judgments on the part of the authors making the type
selections in question.

6. In these circumstances I submit for the consideration of the

International Commission the recommendation that it should render
a Declaration in the following terms :

—

Where two or more nominal species are objectively identical

with one another (the two species being based upon the same type
specimen, those names being in consequence objective synonyms
of one another), and where one of these nominal species is one of
two or more such species included in a nominal genus established

prior to 1st January 1931, a later author is to be accepted as

having made a valid type selection under Rule (g) in Article 30
if he so selects any of the objectively identical nominal species

in question, irrespective of whether the nominal species so selected

is that which was cited by the author of the generic name at the

time when he established the nominal genus so named.

Example : The nominal species Astacus marinus Fabricius, 1775,

is objectively identical with the nominal species Cancer gammarus
Linnaeus, 1758, the name marinus being no more than a substitute

name {nom. nov.) for the earlier published name gammarus.
Accordingly, as Weber (1795) cited Astacus marinus Fabricius,

1775, as one of the species included in the genus Homarus Weber,
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1795, the selection by a later author (Rathbun) of the objectively

identical nominal species Cancer gammams Linnaeus, 1758, as

the type species of Homarus Weber, 1795, is a valid type selection

for the purposes of Rule (g) in Article 30, notwithstanding the

fact that that nominal species was not cited by Weber when he
established the nominal genus Homarus.

7. The present application has been prepared in consultation with,

and in agreement with. Dr. L. B. Holthuis, whom I consulted in

connection with the entry on the Official List of Generic Names in

Zoology relating to the generic name Homarus Weber, 1795.

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of

Mr. Hemming's application the question of the adoption of a

Declaration in the sense recommended was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 878.

3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 31st December 1954 and was

published in Part 3 of volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature on 28th February of the following year (Hemming,

1955, Bull zool NomencL 11 : 86—89).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Public Notice of the possible

adoption of a Declaration, as recommended in the application

submitted in the present case, was given in like manner as though

the foregoing application involved the possible use by the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary

Powers, on 28th February 1955 (a) in Part 3 of Volume 11 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which
Mr. Hemming's application was published) and (b) to the other

prescribed serial publications. In addition Notice was given to

certain general zoological serial publications in Europe and

America.
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5. No objection received : The publication of the present

appHcation elicited no objection to the action proposed from any

source.

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(55)23 : On 9th November 1955,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(55)23) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the proposed adoption of a Declaration

clarifying Rule (g) in Article 30 in the manner recommended in

paragraph 6 on page 89 of volume 1 1 of the Bulletin ofZoological

Nomenclature " [i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the

paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Declaration].

7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 9th February 1956.

8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(55)23 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(55)23 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-

three (23) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which

Votes were received) :

Holthuis ; Hering ; Vokes ; Bodenheimer ; Bradley (J.C.) ;

Mayr ; Jaczewski ; Riley ; Dymond ; Prantl ; Esaki

;

do Amaral ; Hanko ; Key ; Boschma ; Sylvester-Bradley ;

Cabrera ; Stoll ; Bonnet ; Miller ; Tortonese ; Kiihnelt

;

Hemming
;

(b) Negative Votes, two (2) :

Lemche ; Mertens ;
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(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 10th February 1956,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(55)23,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 8 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Com-
mission in the matter aforesaid.

10. Preparation of the present " Declaration "
: On 25th May

1956, Mr. Hemming prepared the present Declaration and at the

same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Declaration

were in complete accord with those of the proposal approved

by the International Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper

V.P.(55)23.

11. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Declaration is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of

all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.

12. The present Declaration shall be known as Declaration

Twenty-Five (25) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-Fifth day of May, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Six.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited 10-24 Scmtton St., London E C 2
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Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl Jordan (British Museum (Natural History),

Zoological Museum, Tring, Herts, England)

President : Professor James Chester Bradley (Cornell Universitv, Ithaca, N. Y.,

U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)

Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral (Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953)

Secretary : Mr. Francis Hemming (London, England) (27th July 1948)

B. The Members of the Commission
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re-election, as prescribed by the International Congress ofZoology)

Professor H. Boschma (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands)
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Professor Teiso Esaki (Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japan) (17th April 1950)
Professor Pierre Bonnet (Universite de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950)
Mr. Norman Denbigh RiLey (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950)
Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw,
Poland) (15th June 1950)

Professor Robert Mertens (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt
a.M., Germany) (5th July 1950)

Professor Erich Martin Hering (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitdt zu
Berlin, Germany) (5th July 1950)

Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice-President)
Professor J. R. Dymond (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953)
Professor J. Chester Bradley (Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)

(President)

Professor Harold E. Vokes (Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Marvland, U.S.A.)
.(12th August 1953)

Professor Bela Hanko (Mjezogazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953)
Dr. Norman R. Stoll (Rockefeller Institutefor Medical Research, New York, N. Y., U.S.A.)

••,, (12th August 1953) -

Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953)
Dr. L. B. Holthuis (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The Netherlands)

(12th August 1953)
Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation,

Canberra, A.C.T., Australia) (15th October 1954)
Dr. Alden H. Miller (Museum of Vertebrate Zoologv, University of California, Berkeley,

California, U.S.A.) (29th October 1954)
Doc. Dr. Ferdinand Prantl (Ndrodni Museum v Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th
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Professor Dr. Wilhelm Kuhnelt (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria)

(6th November 1954)
Professor F. S. Bodenheimer (The Hebrew Universitv, Jerusalem, Israel) (1 1th November

1954)
Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge,

Massachusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954)
Professor Enrico Tortonese (Museo di Storia Naturale, " G. Doria, " Genova, Italy)

(16th December 1954)
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CLARIFICATION OF THE EXPRESSION " MONOTYPICAL
GENUS " FOR THE PURPOSES OF RULE (c) IN

ARTICLE 30 OF THE " REGLES "

DECLARATION:—(1) The definition of the expression
" originally included species " prescribed by the Thir-

teenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948

(1950, Bull, zool Nomencl 4 : 179—180, Decision 69(3)(a))

is to be interpreted as applying only to Rule (g) in Article

30, that is, for the purpose of providing guidance as to

what are the nominal species from which alone an author
acting under the foregoing Rule may select a type species

for a nominal genus established prior to 1st January 1931,

for which no type species was designated or indicated

by the original author under the earUer Rules in the said

Article.

(2) Where an author, when publishing a new generic

name, cites by name only one species as belonging to the

genus so named, the nominal species so cited is to be
accepted as the type species of the genus in question,

irrespective of whether the author concerned either

(a) cited in the synonymy of that species the name of
another, or the names of other, nominal species or (b)

associated with the sole nominal species placed by him
in the genus the name or names of taxa regarded by him
as being the names of subspecies or infra-subspecific

forms of that species (type species by monotypy).

iEPl4l956
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I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 31st January 1955, Mr. Francis Hemming, as Secretary,

submitted to the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature the following request for a Declaration clarifying

the interpretation of the expression " monotypical genus " for

the purposes of Rule (c) in Article 30 of the Regies :

—

Request for a " Declaration " defining the expression
" monotypical genus "

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Conimission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The purpose of the present application is to ask the Commission to

adopt a Declaration defining the expression " monotypical genus ".

The need for such a Declaration has come to light in the course ofcurrent

work in the Office ofthe Commission on the preparation for pubHcation

in book form of the first instalment of the Official List of Generic Names
in Zoology. Briefly, the need for a Ruling on this subject arises out of

an apparent inconsistency between two amendments to the Regies

made by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris,

1948. The first of the provisions so adopted by that Congress con-

tained a definition of the expression " originally included species
"

for the purposes of Article 30, the second had as its object a relaxation

of the terms of Proviso (c) to Article 25 in relation to the " indication
"

of a type species for a nominal genus under Rule (c) in Article 30
(Rule relating to the determination of the type species of a genus by
monotypy).

2. The question of what is " an originally included species " for the

purposes of Article 30 (the Article which prescribes the manner in which
the species to be accepted as the type species of a nominal genus is to be
determined) was discussed at length by the Commission at a Public

Session held at Paris in 1948 during the Thirteenth International

Congress. Everyone was agreed that it was a serious defect in Article

30, as it then existed, that it contained no definition of what was to be
regarded as an originally included species for the purposes of this

Article, for the lack of such a definition meant that an author making
a type selection under Rule (g) was given no guidance as to what were
the nominal species from which he was entitled to choose a type species.

The whole of the discussion was concerned with Rule {g) (type species

by subsequent selection). It will be seen from the following extract

from the Official Record of the meeting concerned that in the course
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of the discussion which led up to the recommendation submitted by
the Commission and later approved and adopted by the Congress it

was pointed out that, " if it had been practicable, the most satisfactory

course would have been to restrict the field of selection for the type
species of a given nominal genus to those nominal species which had
been accepted by the original author as taxonomically valid species

and had been included by him in the genus. In a large number of
cases, however, the currently adopted type selection of a nominal
genus was one in which some author had selected as the type species

a nominal species which had been included by the original author of
the generic name not as a taxonomically valid species but as a synonym
of one of the nominal species accepted by him as a taxonomically
valid species and included by him as such in the nominal genus con-
cerned " (1950, Bull. zooL Nomencl. 4 : 178). It was in the light

of these considerations that it was decided that in the interests of
nomenclatorial stability it was necessary, when defining an " originally

included species " for the purposes of Rule {g) in Article 30 to bring
within the scope of the definition nominal species the names of which
were cited as synonyms of nominal species accepted by the author of
the generic name as taxonomically valid species belonging to the genus
so named. It is clear from correspondence received after the Congress
that any other definition of what constitutes an " originally included

species " for the purposes of Rule {g) in Article 30 would have upset

many currently accepted type selections and would have led to a great

deal of name-changing, dissatisfaction and confusion.

3. The following is the decision taken by the Paris Congress on the

subject of the species to be accepted as species originally included in

a nominal genus (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 179— 180, Decision

69(3)(a)) :-

(3) that words should be inserted at appropriate points in Article 30
to make it clear :

—

(a) that the nominal species to be regarded as having been
included in a given nominal genus at the time when
the name of that genus was first published are (i) the

nominal species cited by the original author as valid

taxonomic species belonging to that genus and (ii)

any nominal species cited on that occasion as synonyms
of nominal species falling in (i) above and that for such

a nominal genus the foregoing nominal species were
alone eligible for selection as type species

;

4. It will be seen from the terms of the decision quoted above that,

although the discussion which led up to that decision was concerned

only with the problem arising in connection with the interpretation of
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Rule (g) in Article 30 (Rule relating to the selection of a type species

by a subsequent author), the terms of that decision were quite general

in character and appear to apply that decision to that Article as a whole,

for it prescribes that the definition of " an originally included species
"

then adopted is to be inserted " at appropriate points in Article 30 ",

a phrase which would not have been used if the intention had been
expressly to confine that definition to Rule (g) alone. If this were the

only decision taken by the Paris Congress bearing on this problem, it

would be necessary to conclude that, although the special case arising

in connection with Rule (c) in Article 30 (Rule relating to the indication

of type species by monotypy) was not expressly considered at the time

when the foregoing decision was taken, the definition of " an originally

included species " then adopted nevertheless applied to Rule (c)

equally with Rule (g). As we shall see, however, a decision was taken

by the Paris Congress in connection with Rule (c) which shows clearly

that it was not the intention of the Congress to apply the foregoing

definition to Rule (c) in the foregoing Article.

5. Rule (g) in Article 30 is applicable only to names published for

nominal genera before 1st January 1931, since under the amendment
to Article 25 adopted at Budapest by the Tenth International Congress
of Zoology the new Proviso (Proviso (c)) to the above Article then
inserted came into force as from the above date. Under this Proviso

no generic name published on or after 1st January 1931 was to acquire

the status of availability unless accompanied by an unequivocal
designation of the type species of the genus so named. Accordingly,

under that provision Rule (g) was restricted in its application to generic

names published not later than 31st December 1930.

6. During the period between the Budapest (1927) and Paris (1948)
Congresses experience showed that the well-intentioned provisions

then incorporated into Article 25 were unduly restrictive in character,

having the effect of invalidating names for purely technical nomen-
clatorial reasons. These " ritualistic " provisions, as they were called

by their critics, gave rise to much dissatisfaction, and there was a strong

demand for their relaxation. When this matter was considered by
the Commission and the Congress at Paris in 1948, extensive changes
were made in Proviso (c) to Article 25 for the purpose of removing
the objectionable ritualistic features in question. These amend-
ments related to the expressions (1)

" summary of characters ", (2)
" definite bibliographic reference " and (3) " definite and unambiguous
designation of the type species ". It is the last of these amendments
with which we are here concerned. In this case it was agreed by the

Paris Congress to relax Proviso (c) to Article 25 in such a way that

a generic name published after 31st December 1930 should be an
available name not only when accompanied by an unambiguous type
designation of the genus concerned but also when a type species was
" indicated " in accordance with one or other of the Rules laid down
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in the first group of Rules in Article 30 (i.e., the group of Rules headed
" Cases in which the generic type is accepted solely upon the basis of
the original publication "). In other words, the Paris Congress
decided that a generic name published after 31st December 1930 was
to be accepted as having acquired the status of availability if at the

time when it was first published its author " indicated " the type

species for the genus so named under Rules {b), (c) or {d) (1950, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 4 : 72, Decision 8(1)) as well as when he " designated
"

a type species under Rule {a). It is this amendment to Article 25 in

relation to Rule (r) in Article 30 which it is now necessary to consider.

7. So far as concerns generic names published after 31st December
1930 and regarded by their authors as containing only one taxonomically
valid species, we have two decisions by the Paris Congress which must
be considered. These are : (1) the decision (paragraph 6 above) under
which, while maintaining the provision that names published in this

period must, in order to be available, have been published with a type

species, provides that this condition is to be regarded as being satisfied

if the author when publishing the generic name in question treated

that genus as containing only one species (or cited in connection
with it only one species) (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 153), and
(2) the decision (quoted in paragraph 3 above) that, where a nominal
species is identified by the author of a generic name with (i.e., where
its name is synonymised with that of) a nominal species regarded as

a taxonomically valid species by the author of the generic name both
the nominal species concerned are to be treated as " originally included

species ". If Decision (2) (which was taken with special reference to

Rule {g) in Article 30) were to apply—as the wording used suggests

—

to Rule (c), the effect would be that any generic name published after

31st December 1930 which was treated by its author as containing only

one taxonomically valid species but for which he cited, as a synonym,
the name of some other nominal species, would be the name of a genus
established with two originally included species. Accordingly, in

every case where the author of such a generic name omitted expressly

to designate as the type species of his new genus, the only species

which on taxonomic grounds he recognised as belonging to that genus,

the nominal genus in question would be a genus established after

31st December 1930 without a designated or indicated type species

and the generic name in question would automatically have no status

in zoological nomenclature.

8. Quite apart from the fact that it is certain that this was not the

result intended by the Commission and the Congress when amending
Proviso (c) to Article 25 (in the way described in paragraph 6 above),

it is not possible reasonably to read such an intention into the amend-
ment so adopted, for, if that had been what was intended, the amend-
ment adopted would have applied only to the names of those genera

regarded by their authors as being monotypical and where no synonyms
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were cited for the sole species recognised by the author of the generic

name as being referrable on taxonomic grounds to the genus so named.
Thus, any generic name, for the type species of which a synonym was
cited by the original author would gain no benefit from the relaxation

of Proviso (c) made by the Paris Congress and would remain subject

to the ritualistic provisions adopted by the Budapest Congress which
it was the object of the Paris Congress to delete from Article 25.

9. In these circumstances the only reasonable course appears to be
to conclude that the provision containing the definition of " an originally

included species " adopted by the Paris Congress for the purpose of
remedying a defect in Rule (g) in Article 30, was not intended to apply
to Rule (c) in that Article, notwithstanding the fact that (as noted in

paragraph 4 above) the words used in recording that decision seem to

imply such an intention. There is indeed a formal inconsistency

between the decisions described respectively as Decision (1) and
Decision (2) in paragraph 7 above, for under the interpretation here

suggested, the opening words used in Decision (1) must be regarded

as unduly wide, while under the opposite interpretation, the amend-
ment of Proviso (c) to Article 25 adopted by the Paris Congress would
become circumscribed to such an extent that it clearly could not

represent the intention of the Congress. For these reasons therefore

it is highly desirable that the Commission should render a Declaration

clarifying the relationship of the foregoing provisions inserted in the

Regies by the Paris Congress.

10. Two possible interpretations appear to be possible : (A) The
Commission might direct that the Paris definition of " an originally

included species " applies to generic names published before 1st January
1931 but not to generic names published on or after that date. (B) The
Commission might rule that the foregoing definition does not apply
to Rule (c) in Article 30, applying only to Rule (g) in that Article.

Interpretation (A) would resolve the inconsistency noted between
the two Paris decisions there discussed, but it would involve an anoma-
lous distinction in the matter of the species to be deemed to be
" originally included species " as between names published (a) before,

and (b) on, or after, 1st January 1931. Interpretation (B) (which is,

I am convinced, in harmony with the actual intention of the Paris

Congress) avoids the foregoing anomaly, but it creates a distinction

in the matter of what constitutes " an originally included species
"

as between genera, the type species of which fall to be determined
under Rule (c) and those, the type species of which are determinable
under Rule (g). There are, however, in my view, sound logical

grounds for making this distinction.

11. It is necessary, however, at this point, to turn to the practical

question whether such a distinction would be in harmony with, or
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contrary to, current nomenclatorial practice. Valuable light on this

subject is thrown by the experience gained in the work now in progress

in the Office of the Commission in the preparation for publication in

book form of the first instalment of the Ojficial List of Generic Names
in Zoology. Of the names now on the OjficM List many {a) were
stated by the original applicant to be monotypical, {b) were placed on
the Official List by the Commission as being the names of monotypical
genera and (c) are currently accepted by specialists in the groups
concerned as being the names of genera, the type species of which were
determined by monotypy. The genera concerned are drawn from a
wide range of groups in the Animal Kingdom and the names concerned
aff'ord a fair sample of the practice of zoologists in this matter. In

a certain number of cases (mostly, so far, in the mammals, birds and
Decapod Crustacea) the original author (1) was of the opinion that

his genus contained only one taxonomically valid species but (2) cited

in connection with the name of that species the name of one or more
nominal species which he identified with the species which on taxonomic
grounds he regarded as the sole species belonging to that genus. In
every such case the applicant regarded the genus concerned as being
monotypical and that view was accepted by the Commission. From
the evidence afforded by this sample it appears to me to be likely that

the general practice has been to treat such genera as being monotypical.

12. In the case of the great majority of names published before

1st January 1931 it is likely that no disturbance in the matter of the

type species of the genera concerned would result if in such cases the

genera concerned were not treated as being monotypical, for it is

reasonable to expect that in most cases the first subsequent author
to specify by name a type species for these genera so specified the

nominal species accepted by the author of the generic name in question

as the sole taxonomically valid included species. In this class of
case there would be no change in the currently accepted type species,

the only change being that, instead of that species being regarded, as

hitherto, as being the type species by monotypy, it would in futute

be regarded as the type species by subsequent selection (under Rule {g)).

No doubt, however, cases can be found where such a genus has not been
treated as being monotypical, and the currently accepted type species

is not the nominal species regarded by the author of the generic name
as the sole taxonomically valid species referrable to the genus so

named but a nominal species identified with that species by the

author of the generic name and therefore specified by him in the

synonymy of that species. For the reasons explained in paragraph 1

1

above, this is, however, I believe, a rare class of case.

13. While therefore no great interference with current nomen-
clatorial practice would be likely, very serious inconvenience and waste

of time better spent on genuine taxonomic work would be involved
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if the Paris definition of " an originally included species " were to be
held to apply to Rule (c) in Article 30. For it would involve in every

group two bibliographical investigations which would otherwise be
unnecessary. First, it would be necessary to re-check the original

book or serial containing the first publication of every name for a

genus currently treated as being the name of a monotypical genus for

the purpose of ascertaining whether the author of that generic name,
when citing the name of the sole species recognised by him on taxonomic
grounds as belonging to that genus, had in addition cited some other

specific name as a synonym. Second, in every case where it was found
that the author of such a generic name had cited a synonym for the

single species which he regarded himself as placing in the genus so

named, it would be necessary to make a search of the literature for the

purpose of ascertaining by whom, when and where one or other of the

two nominal species concerned had first been selected by a subsequent

author to be the type species of the genus concerned. It is, in my view,

of great importance that zoologists should be spared this fruitless

and time-consuming search.

14. My general conclusion is therefore that of the two possible

interpretations the more logical (paragraph 10 above) and also the

more desirable from the point of view of avoiding unnecessary biblio-

graphical investigations (paragraph 13 above) is that under which the

definition of " an originally included species " adopted by the Paris

Congress should be restricted to the purpose for which it was devised

(that is, for giving guidance to authors when making type selections

under Rule (g) in Article 30) and that it should not apply to Rule (c)

in that Article, a Rule for which it was not designed and for which it

would be much better (as here proposed) to follow the clear intention

of the original author.

15. I accordingly recommend the International Commission to

adopt a Declaration on the following lines :

—

DRAFT DECLARATION : (1) The definition of the expression
" originally included species " adopted by the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 179—
180, Decision 69(3)(fl)) is to be interpreted as applying only to Rule {g)
in Article 30, that is, for the purpose of providing guidance as to what
are the nominal species from which alone an author acting under the

foregoing Rule may select a type species for a nominal genus established

prior to 1st January 1931, for which no type species was designated or

indicated by the original author under the earlier Rules in the said

Article.

(2) Where an author, when publishing a new generic name, cites

by name only one species as belonging to the genus so named, the
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nominal species so cited is to be accepted as the type species of the

genus in question, irrespective of whether the author concerned cited

in the synonymy of that species the name of another, or the names of

other, nominal species (type species by monotypy).

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of

Mr, Hemming's application the question of the adoption of a

Declaration in the sense recommended was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 904.

3. Publication of the present application: The present application

was sent to the printer on 2nd February 1955 and was published

in Part 5 of volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

on 31st May of the same year (Hemming, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl.

11 : 146—152).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Public Notice of the possible

adoption of a Declaration, as recommended in the application

submitted in the present case, was given in like manner as though

the foregoing application involved the possible use by the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary

Powers on 31st May 1955 (a) in Part 5 of volume 11 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr.

Hemming's application was published) and (b) to the other

prescribed serial publications. In addition Notice was given

to certain general serial publications in Europe and America.

5. Support received for the present application : In a letter dated

3rd March 1955, Dr. Curtis W. Sabrosky {United States Depart-

ment of Agriculture, U.S. National Museum, Washington, D.C.)
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intimated his support for the proposed Declaration on the hnes

suggested by Mr. Hemming and at the same time raised the

following subsidiary point :

—

I might also point out, though you may already have thought of it,

that cases where varieties (old sense) or subspecies are also published

provide similar situations. Example : Banksinella Theobald, 1907,

Monograph of the Culicidae (British Museum, Natural History),

vol. 4 : 468. One species, B. luteolateralis (Theobald, 1901), with

two new varieties, pallida (: 470) and albothorax (: 470). Personally,

I regard this as monotypical by the same reasoning as used for

synonyms, because they are after all only another variety of synonym.
Any ruling should be sure to cover these cases, for the questions will

undoubtedly be raised, especially in the case of " subspecies ".

6. No objection received : No objection to the action proposed

was received from any source.

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(56)7 : On 29th February 1956,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(56)7) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the proposed adoption of a Declaration

defining the expression "monotypical genus" as set out in para-

graph 15 on page 152 of volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature " [i.e. in the paragraph so numbered in the paper

reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Declaration].

8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 29th May 1956.
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9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(56)7 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(56)7 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five

(25) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Holthuis ; Hering ; Lemche ; do Amaral ; Bradley (J.C.)
;

Vokes ; Mayr ; Key ; Jaczewski ; Dymond ; Bodenheimer

;

Mertens ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Esaki ; Boschma ; Hanko ;

Riley ; Prantl ; Stoll ; Hemming ; Cabrera ; Tortonese
;

Bonnet ; Kiihnelt ; Miller
;

(b) Negative Votes :

None

;

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 30th May 1956,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Oflficer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(56)7, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out

in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted

in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Com-
mission in the matter aforesaid.

11. Preparation of the present " Declaration "
: On 12th June

1956, Mr. Hemming prepared the present Declaration and at the

same time signed a certificate that the terms of that Declaration

were in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by
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the International Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper

V.P.(56)7, subject to the incorporation therein of words to cover

the drafting point raised by Dr. Curtis W. Sabrosky in his letter

dated 3rd March 1955, the text of which has been reproduced in

paragraph 5 of the present Declaration.

12. The prescribed procedures were duly comphed with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Declaratjvn is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission

by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of

all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.

13. The present Declaration shall be known as Declaration

Twenty-Six (26) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twelfth day of June, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Six.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE
GENERIC NAME " COLYMBUS " LINNAEUS, 1758,

AND ADDITION TO THE "OFFICIAL LIST OF
GENERIC NAMES IN ZOOLOGY" OF THE
GENERIC NAMES " GAVIA " FORSTER, 1788,

AND "PODICEPS" LATHAM, 1787 (CLASS
AVES)

RULING:—(1) The following action is hereby taken
under the Plenary Powers :

—

(a) The generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, is

hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy.

(b) All uses of the generic name Gavia prior to Gavia
Forster, 1788, are hereby suppressed for the

purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the

Law of Homonymy.

(c) All type selections hitherto made for the under-
mentioned nominal genera are hereby set aside

and the species specified below are hereby
designated to be the type species of the genera
concerned :

—

(i) Colymbus immer Briinnich, 1764, to be the

type species of the genus Gavia Forster,

1788;

(ii) Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, to be the

type species of the genus Podiceps Latham,
1787.

(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby

placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 992 and 993 respectively:

—

(a) Gavia Forster, 1788, as validated under the Plenary

Powers under (l)(b) above (gender: feminine)

(type species, by designation under the Plenary

Powers under (l)(c)(i) above: Colymbus immer
Brunnich, 1764);

/Ui6i tgg^
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(b) Podiceps Latham, 1787 (gender: masculine) (type

species, by designation under the Plenary Powers
under (l)(c)(ii) above: Colymbus cristatus Lin-

naeus, 1758).

(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Ojficial List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 699 and 700 respectively:

—

(a) cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the

combination Colymbus cristatus (specific name of
type species oi Podiceps Latham, 1787);

(b) immer Briinnich, 1764, as published in the combina-
tion Colymbus immer (specific name of type

species of Gavia Forster, 1788).

(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. severally

specified below:

—

(a) Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(a) above (Name No.
418);

(b) Colymbus Paetel, 1875 (a junior homonym of
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 419);

(c) Colymbus Hadding, 1913 (a junior homonym of
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 420);

(d) Gavia Brisson, 1760, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(b) above (Name No.
421);

(e) Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1770, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(b) above (Name No.
422);

(f) Gavia, all other uses of, as a generic name prior to

Gavia Forster, 1788 (usages suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(b) above) (Name
No. 423);
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(g) Gavia Oken, 1816 (a junior homonym of Gavia
Forster, 1788) (Name No. 424);

(h) Gavia Boie, 1822 (a junior homonym of Gavia
Forster, 1788) (Name No. 425);

(i) Gavia Gloger, 1842 (a junior homonym of Gavia
Forster, 1788) (Name No. 426).

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Among the documents transferred in 1938 to the custody of

Mr. Francis Hemming, following his election as Secretary to the

Commission, were a number of papers which showed that in

1926 the late Dr. Witmer Stone {Academy of Natural Sciences

of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, U.S.A.) had submitted to the

Commission a request for a Ruhng as to the species to be accepted

as the type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, but

that no progress had been made in the consideration of this

matter. At the Session held by the Commission in Paris in 1948

Mr. Hemming brought this case before the Commission in a

paper numbered I.C.(48)19 in which, after drawing attention to

the need for a determined drive to secure a decision on this

important but admittedly controversial case, he suggested that

as a first step an effort should be made to secure for the Com-
mission an objective survey of the position in this matter under

the Regies, for even on questions of fact there was at that time

no agreement among specialists. The following is an extract

of the relevant portion of the paper referred to above (Hemming,

1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 3 : 137—138):—

(7) Type species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1150 (Class Aves): This case

has been on the books of the Commission for over twenty years, and
the only reason why it was not settled long ago was that, whatever

decision was taken, it was certain that that decision would displease

some section of ornithologists. As the result of this cowardly action

on the part of the Commission, the situation has become more difficult,

rather than less difficult. It is essential, therefore, that a decision

should be taken with the least possible delay. Owing to the fact that



6 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

there is a wide divergence of practice in this case, one group of workers
taking as the type of this genus a species which is the type of one family

and another group a species which is the type of another family,

nothing would be gained by the use of the Plenary Powers. It seems
to me, therefore, that the proper course is to determine definitely what
is the type species of this genus under the Regies and to render an
Opinion giving the answer. Owing to the divergence of practice

referred to above, this is not a matter on which it is possible to obtain

any material assistance from ornithologists, for all the specialists

concerned are committed in their own work to one view or the other.

It is accordingly proposed that, in view of the negative results obtained

from the consultations carried out since the Lisbon Session of the

Commission, the Secretary to the Commission should be instructed

to prepare for the consideration of the Commission an objective

statement of this case, together with his conclusion as to the type

species of this genus on a strict application of the Regies, that an
immediate vote should be taken on this statement when it is available

and that, on the completion of the voting, an Opinion setting out the

decision of the Commission should be published, the genus Colymbus
being at the same time placed on the Official List, with whatever
species the Commission may have found to be the type under the

Regies. (Z.N.(S.)78.) I recommend also that the Commission should
place on record their disapproval of the use of delay as a means of

avoiding difficult decisions and their determination in future to provide

an answer without fear or favour in regard to every matter submitted

to them for decision.

2. Decision on the procedure to be followed in the further

handling of the present case taken by the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature at Paris in 1948: The question of

the type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, was
considered by the Commission at the Thirteenth Meeting of its

Session held in Paris in 1948. The following is an extract from
the Oflftcial Record of the Commission's Proceedings at the

foregoing Session setting out the decision then taken as to the

procedure to be followed in the further handling of the present

case (Paris Session, 13th Meeting, Conclusion 8) (1950, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 4 : 362):

—

THE COMMISSION:—
(1) agreed:

—

(a) that it was important that a decision on the question
of the type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus,
1758 (Class Aves), should be taken with the least

possible further delay;

(b) that, in order to assist the Commission in taking a
decision on the foregoing question, the delay in the
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consideration of which had been due less to its

intrinsic difficulty than to its controversial character,

it was desirable that the Commission should be
furnished with a report on the issues involved

prepared by a zoologist who was an authority on
nomenclature but was not himself an ornithologist

and who therefore had not had to prejudge this

question in the course of his own work

;

(2) in view of (l)(b) above, invited Commissioner Francis

Hemming to examine the question of what species was
under the Regies the type species of the genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Aves), and to furnish a Report
thereon at the earliest possible moment;

(3) agreed to examine the issues involved and to reach a

decision thereon immediately upon receipt of the Report
referred to in (2) above.

At the same time the Commission placed on record its disapproval of

the unnecessary delays which had been allowed to occur in reaching a

decision on the present case and placed on record its determination to

avoid all delays of this kind in dealing with cases in future (1950,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 363).

3. Report submitted by Mr. Francis Hemming in 1950 in

response to the request addressed to him by the Commission at

Paris in 1948: When Mr. Hemming came to prepare the Report

on the present case asked for by the Commission at its Session

held in Paris in 1948 (paragraph 2 above), he found that the

discussion of certain of the component problems involved could

not be completed until the Official Record of the Proceedings of

the Commission and the Section on Nomenclature in Paris in

1948 had been officially approved. These Records were settled

in January 1950 and on 9th February of that year Mr. Hemming
completed the Report asked for. This Report was not immediately

submitted to the Commission, for, as explained in the Supple-

mentary Report reproduced in paragraph 5 of the present Opinion

an indication received at that time suggested that there was a

chance that following the then forthcoming meeting at Uppsala

of the Tenth International Ornithological Congress ornithologists

might themselves combine to submit to the Commission an

application which, if not commanding the unanimous support

of all workers, would nevertheless have the backing of a large
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and representative group of specialists in different parts of the

world. Mr. Hemming's Report of February 1950 was eventually

published in October 1952 after the receipt of the application

from the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature
appointed in June 1950 by the International Ornithological

Congress (paragraph 4 below), which owed its origin to his

discussions which had taken place at the Uppsala Congress (see

paragraph 7 below), Mr. Hemming's Report was as follows :

—

REPORT ON THE TYPE SPECIES OF THE NOMINAL GENUS
"COLYMBUS" LINNAEUS, 1758, PREPARED BY

MR. FRANCIS HEMMING IN RESPONSE TO
AN INVITATION BY THE THIRTEENTH

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF
ZOOLOGY, PARIS, 1948

To:—

The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

28 Park Village East,

Regent's Park,

London, N.W.I.
9 th February 1950

In compliance with the request addressed to me as " a zoologist

v/ho was an authority on nomenclature but was not himself an
ornithologist and who therefore had not had to prejudge the question

in the course of his own work " by the Section on Nomenclature of the

Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 5: 104— 105), a request later confirmed, with other

recommendations submitted by the Section on Nomenclature and by
the International Commission, by the International Congress in

Plenary Session (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 5: 131), I have the honour
to submit the following Report on " the question of the nominal species

which, under the Regies, is the type species of the genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Aves)."

2. When the foregoing invitation was extended to me, the urgency
of the problem remitted to me for examination was strongly stressed

by the International Commission. I accordingly began this investiga-

tion as soon as possible after the close of the Paris Congress. In

consequence, the first draft of the present Report was completed some
time ago. It has not however been possible for me until now to

complete and sign this Report, for it was necessary to wait until the

Official Record of Proceedings at Paris both of the International

Commission and of the Section on Nomenclature of the Congress had
been approved in the prescribed manner, since it was essential in the
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present Report at certain points to be able to quote from the Ojficial

Record passages containing decisions which had a direct bearing upon
the problem remitted to me for report. Now, however, that the

Official Record in question has been finally approved and is in page
proof and I am in consequence in a position to quote the passages in

question, I have completed my Report which I now submit for

consideration.

3. Arrangement of the present Report : In the present Report I first

examined Article 30 of the Regies, the Article which governs the fixing

of type species of nominal genera. Having thus established under
which of the Rules in Article 30 the type species of the nominal genus
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, falls to be determined, I examined in turn the

claims which at diiferent times have been advanced on behalf of various
authors for recognition as the author by whom the type species of this

nominal genus was determined. I have not thought it either necessary

or desirable to quote from the numerous papers which at different

times have been published on this subject, in view especially of the

fact that much of the argument adduced in the earlier of these papers
is beside the point, those arguments being based upon the assumed
existence of a " Law of Elimination," a method for determining the

type species of genera which, as is well known, had a considerable vogue
prior to the adoption in 1901 of the present Regies, in which, however,
such a provision found no place (see paragraph 16 below).

I. QUESTION OF THE RULE IN ARTICLE 30 UNDER WHICH
THE TYPE SPECIES OF THE NOMINAL GENUS

"COLYMBUS" LINNAEUS, 1758, WAS
DETERMINED

4. The nature of the provisions in Article 30 relating to the deter-

mination of the type species of nominal genera : Article 30, the Article

in the Regies which governs the determination of the type species of

nominal genera, contains a series of Rules for the foregoing purpose

and prescribes that these Rules are to be applied successively. Thus,

in order to make a start in determining the type species of any given

nominal genus, it is necessary to examine the position of that nominal
genus in relation to each Rule in turn, for it is not until it has been

established that the type species of such a genus was not determined

under any of the preceding Rules that the position of that genus in

relation to any of the later Rules has any relevance whatever. Accord-

ingly, in the present part of this Report, 1 examine the position of the

nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, in relation to each successive

Rule in Article 30 for the purpose of ascertaining which of those Rules

is applicable to that generic name.
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5. Rule (a) (type species by original designation) : Rule (a) provides

that, where the original author of a generic name himself designates a

nominal species as the type species of the nominal genus so named,
that action is final. When in 1758 Linnaeus published the Tenth
Edition of the Systema Naturae, he did not designate type species for

any of the nominal genera which he then established, for at that time

the need for nomenclatorial purposes of such a concept as that of a
" type species " for a nominal genus had not been recognised. Accord-
ingly, Linnaeus did not in 1758 himself designate a type species for the

nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus. Rule {a) in Article 30 has therefore

no bearing on the present case.

6. Rule (b) (type species by indication through the use of the words
*' typicus " or " typus " as the trivial name of one of the included

species) : None of the nominal species referred by Linnaeus to his

genus Colymbus bore as its trivial name either the word " typicus " or

the word " typus." Rule {b) has therefore no bearing on this case.

7. Rule (c) (type species by monotypy) : Linnaeus placed more than

one nominal species in the genus Colymbus. This genus is therefore

not monotypical, and Rule (c) has, in consequence, no relevance to this

case.

8. Rule (d) (type species by absolute tautonymy) : None of the

nominal species referred by Linnaeus to the genus bore as its trivial

name the word " colymbus.'"' In its simplest form Rule (d) therefore

does not apply to the present case. Nor does this Rule so apply under
either of the tv/o extensions made by Opinions 16 and 18 respectively

(for the current application of the former of which see 1950, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 4: 154, and for the latter, ibid. 4: 153). For none of the

nominal species cited by Linnaeus as belonging to the genus Colymbus
either (1) was then cited with a synonym consisting of a pre- 1758

univerbal specific name consisting of the word " Colymbus " {Opinion

16) or (2) possesses a synonym having, as its trivial name, the word
" colymbus " (Opinion 18).

9. Rule (e) : The application of the term " Rule " to this provision

is a misnomer, for it does not provide a test for determining the type

species to be applied after Rule (d) and before Rule (/). All that this

provision does is to deny eligibility for consideration as candidates for

the status of type species to three classes of nominal species, namely
(a) nominal species not included in the nominal genus concerned at the

time when its name was first published; (b) nominal species which
were species inquirendae from the standpoint of the author of the

generic name concerned; (c) nominal species which were only doubt-
fully referred to the genus concerned by the author of the name of that

genus. None of the species referred by Linnaeus in 1758 to the genus
Colymbus was a species inquirenda from his standpoint, nor was any of

those species only doubtfully referred by him to that genus. Accord-
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ingly neither the second nor the third of the provisions contained in

the si-called Rule {e) has any bearing on the question of the type species

of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758. The first of these provisions

(that which excludes from eligibility as type species any species not

placed in a given genus by the original author of the generic name

concerned), especially as clarified by the International Congress of

Zoology in 1948 (as to which see paragraph 22 below), does, as will be

seen in later parts of this Report, have an important bearing upon the

validity of the arguments that have been advanced by some ot those

who have taken part in the discussion regarding the species to be

accepted as the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758.

10 Rule (f) (type species (i) of a nominal genus established to provide

a name for an older nominal genus possessing an invalid name and

(ii) of a nominal genus the name of which has been replaced for the

foregoing reason) : The generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, was

not pubhshed as a substitute for the name of an older nominal genus,

nor has this name ever been replaced on the ground that it was invalid.

Thus, Rule (/) has no bearing upon the present case.

11. Rule (g) (type species by subsequent selection) : Having now

examined in turn each of the Rules in Article 30 lettered (a) to (/)

(both inclusive) and found that none of them js applicable to the name

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, we are left only with Rule (g), the last of the

mandatory provisions in the foregoing Article. We see therefore that,

in order to ascertain what is the type species of the nominal genus

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, it is necessary to ascertam by reference to

the literature which of the species included in this genus by Linnaeus

in 1758 was first selected to be the type species m a manner which

satisfies the requirements of Article 30 of the Regies.

TT EXAMINATION OF THE CLAIMS ADVANCED ON BEHALF

OF CERTMN AUTHORS FOR RECOGNITION AS HAVING,

AT SPECIFIED DATES, BEEN THE FIRST AUTHOR
VALIDLY TO SELECT A TYPE SPECIES FOR

THE NOMINAL GENUS " COLYMBUS
LINNAEUS, 1758

12. In the present Section I examine first the conditions which under

Rule (g) in Article 30 must be satisfied in order to qualify the action of

any given author to rank as constitutmg a valid se ection of a type

specils for a nominal genus, the type species of which has not been

determined under any of the earlier Rules in the foregoing Article In

the Sht of the survey so made, I then examine, m turn, the claims

which have at diff-erent times been advanced for the recognition of
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particular authors as having, on specified dates, been the first author

validly to select a type species for the nominal genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758.

(a) Provisions relating to the selection by an author of a type species

for a given nominal genus prescribed in Rule (g) in Article 30
of the " Regies " and associated provisions

13. In order both to shorten and to simplify the later consideration

of the claims which have been advanced in favour of the recognition of

particular authors as having at specified dates been the first author

validly to select a type species for the nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, I examine in the following paragraphs the conditions which must
be satisfied in order to qualify the action of any given author for

recognition as constituting a valid type selection under the Regies.

This review appears to me essential, not only because in some of the

arguments which have been advanced in regard to the type species of

the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, those provisions have been mis-

understood or even disregarded, but also because prior to 1948 some
of the provisions concerned contained serious ambiguities which have
now been removed as the result of decisions taken by the Thirteenth

International Congress of Zoology at its meeting held in Paris in that

year. The provisions of which it is necessary to take note are seven in

number. Of these provisions the first consists of a qualification directly

inserted into Rule (g) in Article 30 at the time (Boston, 1907) when that

Article in its present form was inserted in the Regies: the second and
third follow from interpretations of Rule (g) given by the Commission
in Opinions rendered by the International Commission prior to 1939,

each of which either in its original, or in some clarified, form was
incorporated into the Regies by the International Congress of Zoology
in 1948; the fourth, fifth, sixth and seventh of these provisions all

relate to matters on which prior to 1948 the meaning of the Regies was
in doubt and on which authoritative clarifications were in that year

provided by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology.

(/) Provisions relating to the selection of the type species of a nominal
genus contained in Rule {g) in Article 30 in the form in which
that Article existed prior to July 1948

14. The expression " select the type species "
: Rule (g) in Article 30,

as that Article stood prior to July 1948, provided that, where the type
species of a given nominal genus had not been determined under any
of the preceding Rules in that Article, its type species should be the

first of the originally included species to be so selected by a subsequent
author. This provision was accompanied by the following interpreta-

tion of the meaning to be attached to the expression " select the type
"
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(an expression amended to " select the type species " by the Thirteenth
International Congress of Zoology—see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:

300) :
" The meaning of the expression ' select the type ' is to be rigidly

construed. Mention of a species as an illustration or example does
not constitute a selection of a type,"

(//) Provisions relating to the selection of the type species of a nominal
genus originally promulgated in " Opinions " rendered by
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and
in 1948 incorporated into the " Regies " either in their original

or in a modified form

15. The Opinions relating to the interpretation of Rule {g) in Article

30 rendered by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature prior to the meeting held in Paris in 1948 which have a bearing
upon the present case are Opinions 6 and 62. The rulings given in these

Opinions are discussed in the two immediately following paragraphs.

16. The so-called " Law of Elimination " not recognised in the

"Regies" as a mandatory provision: Prior to the international

regulation of zoological nomenclature (through the adoption of the

present Regies by the Fifth International Congress of Zoology at BerHn
in 1901) zoologists possessed no authoritative guide as to how they
should proceed when they desired to split up a previously established

genus, save in those cases where the original author of the generic name
concerned had himself specified a type species for the genus so named.
For, although the concept of a " type species " in relation to genera
was generally accepted, there was no agreement as how to apply that

concept in relation to nominal genera established without designated

type species, for example, nominal genera, other than monotypical
genera, established by Linnaeus and other authors of later date.

Authors were forced therefore to make a choice for themselves as to

how they should proceed in this matter. The result, as was inevitable,

was that there was the greatest diversity of practice: some authors

applied rules similar to those later embodied in the present Rule (g)

in Article 30, under which the species first selected to be the type species

of a given genus was accepted as such; others accepted as the type

species the first of any series of species placed in a given nominal genus

by its author (the so-called " chef de file " system); others adopted a

system under which it was assumed that, whenever an author on
taxonomic grounds removed a species from a given previously

established nominal genus by placing it in some other nominal genus,

the species so removed ceased to be eligible to become the type species

of the genus from which it had been removed; in this way, it was
argued, the field from which a type species could be selected was
gradually narrowed until finally either only one of the original species
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was left in the genus and that species automatically became the type

species or until some author selected as the type species of the genus
one of the originally included species which had not yet been removed
from that genus on taxonomic grounds. This method of determining

the type species of a genus was known as the " Law of Elimination."

Theoretically, this system possessed advantages over any other system,

for, if it could have been applied, in a uniform manner, it would have
avoided the confusing transfers of generic names from one genus to

another which have often resulted from the acceptance as the type

species of a genus of the first originally included species to be so

selected. Unfortunately, however, insuperable difficulties were often

encountered in applying this superficially simple rule owing to

differences of opinion among specialists as to what action did or did

not constitute the removal of a species from a given genus. The
result was that, far from providing the stability which had been hoped
for, this so-called " Law " often resulted in the adoption by specialists

of totally different views as to the type species of any given genus.

This method of determining the type species of a genus had the further

weakness that its application was extremely laborious involving the

examination of the entire literature of any group before a type-

determination could even be attempted and thus placed a premium
upon bibliographical investigations as contrasted with zoological

investigations. It was for these reasons that, when the present Regies

were adopted, the " Law of Elimination " was given no place in the

mandatory provisions embodied in Article 30. The only concession

then granted to this former unofficial " Law " was the insertion in the

non-mandatory " Recommendations " at the end of Article 30 of the

advice to specialists when selecting the type species of a genus to bear
in mind the importance of promoting stability by not selecting as the

type species of genera species which on taxonomic grounds are currently

treated as having been removed therefrom. Even this " Recommenda-
tion " occupies only the fourth place in the list of" Recommendations "

there given. Normally, practices in vogue before the adoption of the

Regies which however failed to secure admittance to the Regies are

of historical interest only, but in the particular case of the nominal
genus Colymbus Linnaeus the application of the so-called " Law of
Elimination " bulked so largely in the early days—and, indeed, still

forms the basis of the argument advanced by one large and important
group of workers—that it seems essential in the present Report to

make it perfectly clear that in its original form the " Law of Elimina-
tion " finds no place in the Regies. It should be noted at this point
that in one extremely limited application official approval has been
given to the principle of " elimination " in a mandatory provision

enacted since the adoption of the Regies in 1901. This was in 1910,

the year in which the Commission's Opinion 6 was published (Smithson.

Publ. 1938: 6), for in that Opinion the Commission ruled that, where a
nominal genus was established with two nominal species but without
a designated type species and later one of those nominal species was
made the type species of a newly established monotypical genus, it was
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to be deemed for nomenclatorial purposes to have been removed by
elimination from the earher genus, which was thus left with only one
species which accordingly became the type species. In the years

following the publication of this Opinion it was sometimes argued
that the ruling there given need not be regarded as being confined to

cases where a species was removed from a genus to a monotypical genus
and further that the principle embodied in this Opinion was properly
applicable also to cases where more than two species were placed in a
genus and later authors removed some of those species, either singly

or in groups. This latter argument, if well founded, would have
amounted to a full-scale recognition of the Law of Elimination and
would greatly have reduced the scope within which Rule {g) in Article

30 would operate and in some cases would have completely superceded
that Rule. This matter was considered by the Commission and the

Congress at Paris in 1948, and it was then decided to incorporate in the

Regies the decision originally given in Opinion 6, clarified, however, in

such a way as to make it absolutely clear that it applied only to the

limited class of case originally specified in that Opinion (see 1950,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: \51)}

17. A nominal species which is the type species of one genus eligible

for selection as the type species of another genus : In the preceding

paragraph we have considered the position of the so-called " Law of
Elimination " in relation to the provisions of the Regies as adopted at

Berlin in 1901, and have specially noted the one instance in which,

through Opinion 6, mandatory force was given to the principle em-
bodied in that so-called " Law,"^ which, as explained, had in its main
form been rejected by the authors of the present Regies. We have here

to note a decision taken by the Commission in Opinion 62 (published

in 1914) (Smithson Publ. 2256: 147—149) rejecting an attempt to

secure a further partial acceptance of the principle of elimination.

Up to that time it had sometimes been argued that, where a nominal
genus had been established with a number of included nominal species

but without a designated type species, the species which were eligible

for selection by a later author acting under Rule (g) in Article 30 were
not all the originally included nominal species but only those species

which had not in the meantime becom.e the type species of other

genera. This argument, which, it will be observed, relates to one of

the situations which (as explained in paragraph 16) some authors had
sought to argue could be brought within the scope of the decision

taken in Opinion 6, was rejected by the Commission which ruled that

a species which was the type species of one genus was still eligible for

selection as the type species of another genus. This decision was

^ Even this limited recognition of the principle underlying the so-called Law of
Elimination was deleted from the Regies by the Fourteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953 (see 1953, Copenhagen Decisions

zool. Nomencl. : 72, Decision 135).
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endorsed both by the Commission and the Congress in 1948 and was
embodied by the latter in the Regies (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:

156).

(///) Provisions relating to the selection of the type species ofa nominal
genus adopted by the Thirteenth International Congress of
Zoology, Paris, 1948.

18. At Paris in 1948 the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature obtained the approval of the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology for the insertion in the Regies of provisions

clarifying the meaning of Rule (g) in Article 30 in four respects. Each
of these clarifications has, as will be seen, a bearing on the question of

the species to be accepted as the type species of the nominal genus
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758. These clarifications are accordingly

described briefly in the following paragraphs.

19. Meaning to be attached to the word " select " as used in the

expression " select a type species " as used in Rule (g) in Article 30 :

Reference has already been made (paragraph 14 above) to the supple-

mentary provision in Rule {g) in Article 30 which makes it clear that

that Rule is not satisfied if an author merely cites one of the species

originally included in a nominal genus established by some earlier

author as being an " illustration " or " example " of that genus and
prescribes that the expression " select a type " is to be " rigidly

construed." This provision removed what otherwise would have been
a serious ambiguity in that Rule, but it left obscure another matter
which, as every worker in systematic zoology has occasion to know,
constantly arose, whenever it was necessary to determine whether a

type species had been validly selected for a given nominal genus.

The problem involved was whether an author was to be deemed to

have selected the type species of a given nominal genus when, while

stating categorically that a given species was the type species, he made
it clear also that he regarded himself, not as selecting that species to

be the type species, but as doing no more than place on record that

that species was the type species as the result of action taken by an
earlier author or by earlier authors. The most frequent situation of
this kind arises in the case of papers published before the adoption of
the Regies where an author guiding himself by the so-called " Law of
Elimination " (see paragraph 16 above) came to the conclusion that,

as the result of the removal of species to other genera, only one species,

remained eligible for the position of type species of the genus under
examination and therefore that species had automatically become the

type species " by elimination." The same problem arises also where
an author states that a given species is the type species of a genus
because it had been so selected by a previous author, when on further
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examination it is found that no such earher selection had been made.
In view of the very large number of currently accepted type selections

which rest upon statements made in papers published before 1901 by
authors working under the " Law of Elimination," it was obvious that

any ruling which deprived statements of the kind described above of
the status of type selections would cause the utmost havoc and
confusion. It was obvious also, however, that a definite ruling on
this subject was required in order to make it impossible validly to

question the acceptability of such type selections. Accordingly, in

Paris in 1948 the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, on
the recommendation of the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature, agreed to insert in the Regies words making it clear

that, " for the purposes of Rule (g) in Article 30, an author is to be
treated as having selected a given originally included nominal species

to be the type species of a given nominal genus not only when he . . .

states that he is so selecting that species but also when he does no
more than state that a specified such species is the type species of the

nominal genus concerned, irrespective, in the latter case, of whether
he states or implies, either correctly or otherwise, that that nominal
species had been selected by some previous author to be the type

species of that nominal genus, or that the nominal species had become
the type species of that genus through the operation of some rule

(for example, the so-called " Law of Elimination ") not recognised

in the Regies as a mandatory provision, provided in such a case that

the author concerned makes it clear that he himself accepts, for

whatever reason, the species in question as the type species of the

genus concerned" (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 181-182).

20. Action taken in regard to a given generic name prior to its first

valid publication subsequent to 1757 irrelevant for the purposes of

Article 30 : Prior to 1948 it occasionally happened that, notwithstand-

ing the provision in Article 26 and the associated Opinion 3 (1910,

Smithson. Publ. 1938: 6) that for the purposes of the Regies zoological

nomenclature has, as its starting point, the publication in 1758 of the

Tenth Edition of the Systema Naturae of Linnaeus, an author would
seek to support an argument in relation to some particular name by
claiming that some action in regard to that name taken prior to 1758

had some bearing either upon the species to be regarded as the

originally included species of the nominal genus so named or as

regards the eligibility of such species for selection after 1757 as the

type species of the genus in question. In order to dispose of fallacious

arguments of this sort, the Thirteenth International Congress of

Zoology, Paris, 1948, on the advice of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature, decided to insert in the Regies words to

make it clear that " Article 30 relates only to the designation, indication,

or selection of the type species of a nominal genus published subsequent

to 31st December 1757, that is to say to the name of a genus originally

published subsequent to the above date by a given author in a given

work and that the action then taken by that author is alone relevant
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to the question, (1) of what species are to be regarded as having been
originally included in the genus concerned ... or (ii) of whether the

type species of the genus in question is to be treated as having been
designated ... at the time of the original publication of the generic

name concerned" (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 347—348).

21. A type selection related to any place of publication other than

the original place of publication of a generic name invalid under the
" Regies " : Another argument occasionally advanced before 1948 in

relation to particular cases (of which the name Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, was one) was that, where a given word had been used as a generic

name prior to the starting point of zoological nomenclature (as defined

in Article 26) as well as at or after that starting point and some later

author purported to select a type species for the genus as published

before 1758, that action should be regarded as constituting also a

selection of a type species for the genus as established after the starting

point of zoological nomenclature, i.e., after the close of the year 1757.

This argument was considered and rejected in Paris, in 1948, when
the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, on the advice of
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, agreed to

insert in the Regies words making it clear that " no selection of the

type species of a given nominal genus, which is related to any publica-

tion of the name of that genus other than its first valid publication by
its author ... is to be accepted as a selection of the type species of that

genus for the purposes of Rule (g) in Article 30 " (see 1950, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 4: 348).

22. Nominal species eligible for selection as the type species of any
given nominal genus : We have now examined the decisions taken by
the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology for the purpose of

clarifying the provisions regarding the method to be followed in

selecting the type species of a nominal genus under Rule (g) in Article

30. But the obscurities which formerly marred that Rule and made its

application uncertain and open to question in many cases were not the

only difficulties which up to 1948 had confronted systematists in

attempting either to determine what nominal species was the type
species of a given nominal genus or what nominal species were eligible

for selection as such. For, although Article 30 contained (in the

provision misnamed " Rule (e) ") a provision excluding certain nominal
species from consideration as possible type species for any given
nominal genus, it unfortunately contained no affirmative provision

specifying what nominal species were to be regarded as eligible for

selection as type species. In particular, there was nothing in Article 30
to show whether the field of choice for an author selecting a type species

was limited to those nominal species recognised as taxonomically valid

by the original author of the generic name or whether in addition
a nominal species cited by the original author of a generic name in

the synonymy of any one of the nominal species placed by him in the

genus as representing taxonomically valid species was also eligible for
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selection as the type genus. Moreover, there was no express provision

in Article 30 on the question whether the selection as the type species

of a genus of a nominal species not cited by the original author of a
generic name should be accepted or rejected in those cases where later

authors subjectively identified the nominal species so selected with one
of the nominal species actually cited by the original author at the time
when the generic name was first validly published. In 1948, however,
these obscurities were removed when the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology, on the advice of the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature, decided to insert in the Regies words
making it clear that " the nominal species to be regarded as having
been included in a given nominal genus when the name of that genus
was first published are (i) the nominal species cited by the original

author as valid taxonomic species belonging to that nominal genus
and (ii) any nominal species cited on that occasion as synonyms of
nominal species falling in (i) above and that for such a nominal genus
the foregoing nominal species were alone eligible for selection as the

type species " (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 179—180).

(b) The field within which alone a valid type-selection for " Colymbus "

Linnaeus, 1758, can be made under the " Regies "

23. The content of the nominal genus " Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758,

for nomenclatorial purposes : The name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst.

Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 135) was published for a nominal genus to which at

that time Linnaeus referred four nominal species, namely:—(1) Colym-
bus arcticus Linnaeus (: 135); (2) Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus (: 135);

(3) Colymbus auritus Linnaeus (: 135); (4) Colymbus podiceps Linnaeus

(: 136). Under the clarification of the meaning to be attached to the

expression " originally included species " prescribed by the Thirteenth

International Congress of Zoology in 1948 (see paragraph 22 above),

the four nominal species bearing the foregoing specific trivial names
are the only nominal species eligible to become the type species of the

nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758.

(c) The authors who, it has been claimed, either selected a type

species for the nominal genus " Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758,

or took action having an equivalent effect

24. Latham, 1787 : The first author who, it has been claimed, took

action having the effect of determining the type species of the nominal
genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, was Latham (1787, Suppl. gen.

Synopsis Birds [1]: 294). The argument adduced runs as follows:

—

(1) The genus Colymbus as established by Linnaeus in 1758 was
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heterogeneous from the taxonomic standpoint, containing (a) one
palmate-footed species {pedibus palmatis), the Black-throated Diver,

Colymbus arcticus, and {b) three pinnate-footed species {pedibus lobatis),

the Grebes Colymbus cristatus, auritus and podiceps. (2) Latham (1787)

recognised the impropriety, from the systematic point of view, of

including these disparate elements in a single genus and accordingly,

as a first reviser, rectified the position (in the tabular statement at the

end of his first supplementary volume) by erecting a new genus which
he named Podiceps ( : 294) and to which he assigned the three Grebes
which Linnaeus had placed in Colymbus (i.e., C. cristatus, auritus and
podiceps), together with other Grebes, and which he placed in his
" Order VIIL With pinnated feet "; at the same time Latham retained

(: 295) the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, placing in it the only remaining
species {Colymbus arcticus) that Linnaeus had placed in his genus
Colymbus, together with other Divers. This genus Latham placed in

his " Order IX Webfooted ". (3) The removal by Latham from the

genus Colymbus Linnaeus of the three Grebes placed in it by Linnaeus
in 1758, by the transfer of those species to his new genus Podiceps, left,

so it was argued, only one species in the genus Colymbus Linnaeus as

constituted in 1758, namely the nominal species Colymbus arcticus

Linnaeus, and in consequence that species, by virtue of Latham's
action, automatically became the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, under the " Law of Elimination ". This argument, which was
originally advanced before the introduction of the present Regies, is

invalid, since those Regies do not recognise a " Law of Elimination
"

as a mandatory provision for the determination of the type species of
genera (paragraphs 16 and 17 above).

25. Gray (G. R.), 1840 : In 1840 {List Genera Birds 7 : 76) Gray
(G. R.) selected Colymbus glacialis Linnaeus, 1766 {Syst Nat. (ed. 12)

1(1): 221) as the type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, to which
name Gray did not attribute a date. This nominal species was not one
of the four such species placed by Linnaeus in the genus Colymbus in

1758 (see paragraph 23 above)—and, indeed, could not have been so

included, for its name was not published until eight years later. Thus,
this nominal species is ineligible to become the type species of the

nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, and Gray's action in so

selecting it is therefore invalid.

26. Gray (G. R.), 1841 : In 1841 {List Genera Birds (ed. 2) : 96)

Gray again treated Colymbus glacialis Linnaeus, 1766, as the type

species of Colymbus Linnaeus, to which, as in the first edition he
attributed no date. This type selection is invalid for the same reasons

as is the same selection made by Gray in 1840 (see paragraph 25 above).

27. Gray (G. R.), 1842 : In 1842 {Appendix List Genera Birds : 15)

Gray published a sixteen-page pamphlet in which he added supple-

mentary notes in regard to certain of the generic names included in the
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second edition of his List. Many of these notes consisted in the

attribution of dates to generic names previously published without
information on this point. In the case of the name Colymbus Linnaeus,

the entry in the Appendix of 1842 was:
—

" Colymbus, after L. add
1735 ". From the point of view of nomenclature, this entry would
have been of great importance, if in other respects the type selection for

the genus Colymbus Linnaeus made in the Second Edition of Gray's
List had complied with the Regies (which as we have seen—paragraph
26 above—it did not), for the insertion of the date " 1735 " after the

name Colymbus L. shows that Gray was dealing not with the Tenth
Edition of the Systema Naturae of 1758 (the starting point of zoological

nomenclature) but with the use of that name by Linnaeus in 1735 in

the First Edition of the Systema Naturae. Under the Regies action

taken in respect of a name as published prior to 1758 is totally irrelevant

from the point of view of determining the type species of a nominal
genus established after the starting point of zoological nomenclature
(i.e., a name pubUshed in, or after, 1758) (see paragraph 20 above) and
the selection of a type species of a genus, if related to any place of

publication other than the first place in which that name was validly

published, is invalid, having no force under Article 30 (see paragraph 21

above).

28. Gray (G. R.), 1855 : In 1855 there appeared what was, in effect,

a third edition of the List of Genera of Birds, of which, as we have seen

(paragraphs 25 and 26 above) the First and Second Editions were
published respectively in 1840 and 1841; it was however published

under a slightly different title and it accordingly ranks for biblio-

graphical purposes as a separate work. In this latest work Gray (1)

adhered to the dating of the name Colymbus Linnaeus adopted in his

Appendix of 1 842, that is, he attributed it to the First Edition of the

Systema Naturae of 1735 and not to the Tenth Edition of 1758, and
(2) made a fresh type selection for the genus Colymbus abandoning his

earlier selection of Colymbus glacialis Linnaeus, 1766, adopting in its

place Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, If Gray's action on this

occasion had otherwise been in conformity with the Regies, the selection

of C. arcticus Linnaeus would have been valid, since that nominal
species is one of those referred to the genus Colymbus by Linnaeus in

1758. But the fact that Gray attributed the name Colymbus to a place

of publication other than the place where that name was first validly

published after the starting point of zoological nomenclature (i.e.,

other than the Tenth Edition of the Systema Naturae) renders his action

in 1855 invalid for the reasons explained in paragraphs 20 and 21

above.

29. Fitzinger, 1865 : In 1926 {Ibis (12)4 : 819) Sclater advanced the

view that in 1865 {SitzBer. Akad. wiss. Wien (Math-Naturw. Kl.) 51:

320) Fitzinger had selected Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as the

type species of the nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus. As however
was pointed out by Hellmayr & Conover in 1948 {Field Mus. Publ.
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Chicago (Zool.) 13 (Pt. 1) (No. 2): 18, footnote), Fitzinger expressly

stated in the preface to his paper that what he intended to do was to

cite for each of the genera and subgenera concerned one of the typical

species. The supplementary provision annexed to Rule (g) in Article

30 lays it down that the citation of a species as an example of a genus
does not constitute the selection of that species as the type species of

the genus concerned (see paragraph 14 above). Accordingly, Fitz-

inger's action in 1865 does not constitute a valid selection of Colymbus
arcticus Linnaeus as the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758.

30. Baird, Brewer & Ridgway, 1884 : In 1884 {Water Birds N. Amer.
2 : 425) Baird, Brewer & Ridgway, when dealing with the genus
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, stated that Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus,

1758, was the " Type, by elimination ". This species is, as we have seen

(paragraph 23) one of these originally included by Linnaeus in the genus
Colymbus in 1758, and, as in 1884 that genus was still without a validly

determined type species, it was eligible for selection as such. The
only argument which could at any time have been advanced against

the acceptance of the action by Baird, Brewer & Ridgway as con-

stituting a type-selection for the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, was
that those authors did not look upon themselves as selecting Colymbus
cristatus Linnaeus as the type species of this genus—indeed, they made
it clear that they deplored the necessity of accepting it as such—but
on the contrary considered that that species had already become the

type species " by elimination ". As explained in paragraph 19 above,

consideration was given in 1948 both by the Commission and by the

International Congress of Zoology to the question whether a definite

statement that a given nominal species was the type species of a particular

genus constituted a selection of that species as the type species when
the author making the statement made it clear that he did not regard

himself as so selecting the species in question, considering rather that

for one reason or another that species had already become the type

species as the result of action taken by earlier authors; it was then
decided that such a statement should be accepted as constituting a
selection under Rule (g) in Article 30, provided that the author making
the statement made it clear that he himself recognised the species in

question as the type species of the genus concerned. Baird, Brewer
& Ridgway made it perfectly clear that they regarded Colymbus
cristatus Linnaeus as the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758,

and accordingly the possible objection to the acceptance of their action

is now seen to be without foundation.

31. Action by authors subsequent to Baird, Brewer & Ridgway,
1884 : Once a nominal genus has validly acquired a type species under
the provisions of Article 30, no action by any later author can change
the type species of that genus. In the present case, we have seen
(paragraph 30 above) that in 1884 the nominal genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, which up to that time was without a type species under
the Regies, acquired a type species through the selection as such of
Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, by Baird, Brewer & Ridgway.
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I have therefore considered unnecessary in the present Report to

recapitulate the later history of the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus,
1758. I have however examined later papers on this subject for the

purpose of ascertaining whether any of them contain new evidence
relevant to the present subject. I find that they do not. Those authors
(e.g. Stejneger) who applied the name Colymbus Linnaeus to the Grebes
have based themselves on the selection, as the type species of this genus,

of Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, by Baird, Brewer & Ridgway
(1884) or upon the later similar selection by the A.O.U. in 1886
{Check-List N.Amer. Birds: 13), while those authors who have applied

this name to the Divers (Loons) have either (as did Witmer Stone
in 1926) accepted Gray's (1855) selection of Colymbus arcticus

Linnaeus, 1758, or (as did Lonnberg in 1927) have argued in favour of
the view that the same species should be accepted as the type species as

the result of the action taken in 1787 by Latham, when establishing the

nominal genus Podiceps.

III. PRINCIPAL CONCLUSIONS AND FINDINGS

32. Principal Conclusions : Having thus completed the survey of the

problem involved in determining what species is, under the Regies, the

type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, which in Paris in

1948 1 was invited to undertake, I now submit as follows the principal

conclusions which I have reached:

—

(1) The type species of the nominal genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758,

was neither designated under Rule (a) in Article 30 nor indicated

under any of the Rules lettered (b), (c), (d) or (/) in thatArticle

(paragraphs 5-10).

(2) In view of (1) above, the type species of the foregoing nominal
genus was to be determined under Rule (g) in Article 30 (type

species by subsequent selection) (paragraph 11).

(3) Latham (1787), when establishing the nominal genus Podiceps

and transferring thereto the three Grebes referred to the genus

Colymbus by Linnaeus in 1758, thus leaving in the genus

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, only one of the species referred

thereto by Linnaeus in 1758, namely the Diver, Colymbus
arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, did not thereby make that species the

type species of Colymbus Linnaeus. For Article 30 of the

Regies does not recognise the so-called "Law of Elimination
"

and under the Regies it was legitimate for any later author to

select any of the originally included species to be the type

species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, notwithstanding the action

taken by Latham in 1787 (paragraph 24).
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(4) The selection by Gray in 1840 and again in 1841 of Colymbus
glacialis Linnaeus, 1766, as the type species of Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, is invalid, because that nominal species was
not one of the nominal species referred to the genus Colymbus
by Linnaeus in 1758 and, indeed, could not have been so

referred, as it was not named until eight years later (paragraphs

25 and 26).

(5) The selection by Gray in 1855 of Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus,

1758, as the type species of the genus Colymbus is invahd, since

that selection related not to the nominal genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, but to the pre-1758 nominal genus Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1735 (paragraph 28).

(6) Fitzinger (1865) cited Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as one
of the typical species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758,

but he did not select that species to be the unique type species

of that genus. Accordingly under the provision in Rule (g) in

Article 30 that the expression " select the type " is to be " rigidly

construed ", Fitzinger did not select a type species for

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758 (paragraph 29).

(7) Baird, Brewer & Ridgway in 1884 stated that Colymbus cristatus

Linnaeus, 1758, was the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758. That nominal species is one of those originally included

in the genus Colymbus by Linnaeus in 1758, and was therefore

eligible for selection as the type species of that genus. Under
Rule (g) in Article 30, as clarified by the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology in 1948, the validity of the action taken by
the foregoing authors is not impaired by the fact that they

regarded themselves not as selecting the above species to be
the type species of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, but as merely
recording (incorrectly) that it was already the type species
" by elimination " (paragraph 30).

33. FINDING. In discharge of the duty entrusted to me in 1948,

jointly by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology and the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, I have to

report that, in the light of the conclusions summarised in the preceding
paragraph, my Finding on the question referred to me is as follows :

—

Under the " Regies " the type species of the nominal genus
" Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758, is the nominal species " Colymbus
cristatus " Linnaeus, 1758, that nominal species being one of those

included by Linnaeus in the nominal genus " Colymbus " in 1758 and
being the first such species to be validly selected under Rule (g) in Article

30 to be the type species of this nominal genus, having been so selected

by Baird, Brewer & Ridgway in 1884.

(signed) FRANCIS HEMMING.
9th February 1950.
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4. Application submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature of the International Ornithological

Congress: On 19th October 1950, the following application was
submitted by Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature established

by the Tenth International Ornithological Congress at its meeting

held at Uppsala in June 1950:

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to put an end to the confusion

arising from the discordant use of the generic name
" Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Aves)

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, with enclosure, dated 19 th October 1950,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the Inter-

national Ornithological Congress

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, I beg to forward to you the following recommendation relating

to the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, for favour of decision by
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature.

For many years the name Colymbus Linnaeus has given rise to great

confusion in ornithological nomenclature, for, owing to the lack of
an authoritative ruling as to the type species of this genus, the generic

name Colymbus, the family name colymbidae, and the ordinal name
Colymbiformes have been used by one school of ornithologists for the

Divers (Loons) and by another for the Grebes.

From a preliminary discussion which took place first at one of the

Plenary Sessions of the Tenth International Ornithological Congress
at Uppsala in July 1950 and later at a special meeting, open to all

members of the Congress, held at the suggestion of the Congress at

one of its Plenary Sessions, it was apparent that there was an over-

whelming desire, on the part of the ornithologists present, to secure a

final settlement of the long-standing Colymbus controversy.

The Colymbus problem was therefore among the first to which
consideration was given by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature. The recommendations now submitted represent, in

the unanimous opinion of the Standing Committee, the best solution

that is now obtainable and the one calculated to secure the widest

possible measure of support from ornithologists of all schools of
thought.
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ENCLOSURE

Proposals in regard to the generic name " Colymbus " Linnaeus,

1758, submitted to tlie International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature

The Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress recommend the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :

—

(1) to use its Plenary Powers:

—

(a) to suppress the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758

(Syst. Nat. (ed.lO) 1: 135) for the purposes of Article 25

(Law of Priority) but not for those of Article 34 (Law of
Homonymy)

;

(b) to set aside all type selections hitherto made for the under-
mentioned genera and to designate, as their respective

type species, the species specified below:

—

Name of Species Species designated as

type species

Gavia Forster, 1788, Colymbus immer Briinnich,

Enchiridion Hist, nat.: 1764, Orn. boreal.: 38

38

Podiceps Latham, 1787, Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus
Gen. Synopsis Birds, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10)

Suppl. [1] : 294 1:135

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the

generic names Gavia Forster, 1788, and Podiceps Latham,
1787, with, as their respective type species, the species so

designated in (1) above;

(3) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:—
(a) cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination

Colymbus cristatus;

(b) immer Briinnich, 1764, as published in the combination
Colymbus immer;

(4) to place the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, on the

Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN, Chairman of the Standing Committee.
J. BERLIOZ, Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris.

E. STRESEMANN, Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER, The American Museum of Natural History,

New York.
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5. Supplementary Report submitted by the Secretary in August

1952: Shortly before the publication of Mr. Hemming's Report

of February 1950 (paragraph 3) and the appUcation by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature (paragraph

4) Mr. Hemming, as Secretary to the Commission submitted a

Supplementary Report (on 16th August 1952) in which he drew
attention to certain matters which had emerged subsequent to

the submission of the two documents referred to above. These

developments called for certain minor extensions of the applica-

tion submitted by the Standing Committee and a revised text of

the proposals of the Committee which had been prepared in

agreement with Colonel Meinertzhagen, its Chairman, was
annexed by Mr. Hemming to the Supplementary Report referred

to above. That Report was as follows:

—

Supplementary Report on the problems raised by the generic name
" Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Aves)

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

At its Session held in Paris in 1948 the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature had under consideration the problems raised

by the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1:

135) (Class Aves). Differences of opinion among ornithologists as to

whether Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, a Diver (Loon) or Colymbus
cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, a Grebe, was, or should be accepted as being,

the type species of the genus has divided ornithologists for three full

generations and has led to the most serious confusion and lack of
uniformity not only at the genus-name level but also at the family-name
and Ordinal-name levels. By the time of the Paris Session, the Inter-

national Commission itself had had this matter under consideration

for twenty-two years, an application on this subject having been
submitted to it by the late Dr. (subsequently Commissioner) Witmer
Stone {Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,

U.S.A.) as far back as 1926. No progress of any kind had however
been made towards securing a settlement of this question,

2. At Paris the Commission came to the conclusion that the views

held on this subject by the two opposing groups of ornithologists were

so strongly held and the practice of each so deeply entrenched that

there seemed little prospect of realising the hope that it had long

entertained that ornithologists generally or at least a representative

group of ornithologists would come forward with agreed proposals

designed to restore uniformity and stability in this branch of ornitho-

logical nomenclature. The Commission concluded, therefore, that its
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proper course was to reach with as httle further delay as possible a

decision on the issue submitted to it by Dr. Witmer Stone in 1926.

The Commission decided, as a first step, to obtain a report on the

nomenclatorial issues involved from " a zoologist who was an authority

on nomenclature but was not himself an ornithologist and who therefore

had not had to prejudge the question in the course of his own work."
Having reached this decision, the International Commission invited me
to undertake this task in a personal capacity and I agreed to do so

(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 361—362). The procedure so agreed

upon was reported to, and approved by, the Section on Nomenclature
of the Congress and by the Congress itself in Plenary Session.

3. In view of the importance of making progress with this case as

rapidly as possible, I began the investigation entrusted to me not long

after the close of the Paris meeting. When I came to examine in detail

the arguments that had been advanced at different times by various

ornithologists, I realised that I could not complete my Report until

the Ojficial Record of the Proceedings in Paris had been agreed upon in

the prescribed manner, for it was evident that, in order to put into

their proper perspective some of the arguments which had been
advanced in regard to the present case, it would be necessary to quote
from the Official Record passages containing decisions taken in Paris

in regard to aspects of the Regies, the meaning of which had previously

been open to doubt and which had a material bearing on the question

referred to me for report.

4. The Official Record of the Proceedings in Paris was approved in

January 1950, and I should thereupon have completed my Report and
submitted it to the International Commission had it not been for the

fact that I then received a letter from Commissioner Henning Lemche
{Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen) informing me that his

attention had been drawn by the Danish ornithologist, Dr. Finn
Salomonsen, to certain proposals for an agreed settlement of the

Colymbus problem which had been put forward by Dr. Erwin
Stresemann {Berlin) at the International Ornithological Congress held

at Oxford in 1934; no definite action in this matter had transpired

either then or subsequently, but an International Ornithological

Congress, the first since the war, was due to be held in Sweden at

Uppsala later that year (1950), and it was possible that this question

might be brought before that Congress. I regarded this suggestion

as extremely valuable and one calculated to provide a solution of the

Colymbus problem along the lines long desired by the Commission but

so far never secured, namely through the presentation to the Commis-
sion by ornithologists themselves of a proposal for the solution of this

problem. Later, I learnt, through Commissioner Lemche, that Dr.
Salomonsen had himself decided to bring this matter before the

Uppsala Congress, and he kindly furnished me with a copy of the

communication which he proposed to make to that Congress on this

subject.
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5. Dr. Salomonsen's decision to lay this matter before the Ornitho-
logical Congress created an entirely new situation, for, if that Congress
were to agree upon proposals for submission to the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, the narrow issue on which
in 1948 I had been invited to make a report might become of academic
interest only. I accordingly decided to complete that Report but to

withhold its submission to the Commission until after the meeting of
the International Ornithological Congress at Uppsala later that year.

6. Shortly after the close of the Uppsala Congress I was informed
by Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen that Dr. Salomonsen had duly
presented his paper, that there had been a considerable discussion of a
preliminary nature in regard to this and other individual cases of
ornithological nomenclature at a public meeting specially convened
for the purpose, that no decisions had been taken in regard to the

name Colymbus, but that it had been decided to establish a Standing
Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature under his Chairmanship,
that that Committee would as soon as possible take into detailed

consideration the proposal in regard to the name Colymbus submitted
to the Uppsala Congress by Dr. Salomonsen and that he hoped to be
able to submit the recommendations of the Standing Committee on
this case to the International Commission at an early date. On 19th

October 1950 Colonel Meinertzhagen informed me by letter that the

Standing Committee was unanimously agreed in asking the Inter-

national Commission to use its Plenary Powers in such a way as to

secure that, through the suppression of the name Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, the oldest available generic names for the Grebes and the Divers
should be Podiceps Latham, 1787, and Gavia Forster, 1788, respectively.

7. When the application from the Standing Committee was sub-

mitted to the customary routine examination, I found references to a
generic name Gavia which, if an available name, would have had
priority over the name Gavia Forster, 1788, the name recommended by
the Standing Committee for stabilisation as the generic name for the

Divers. The name in question was Gavia Nozemann & Vosmaer,
1758 {in Moehring, Geslach. Vogel: 5, 54), a name more commonly
(though incorrectly) known as Gavia Moehring. Prior to the Session

of the International Commission held in Paris in 1948, there was some
doubt as to whether or not new names pubHshed in the Dutch edition

of Moehring's Avium Genera prepared by Nozemann & Vosmaer and
published in 1758 under the title Geslachten der Vogelen were available

names. In Paris, however, the International Commission on Zoo-
logical Nomenclature examined this question and decided that the

names in this post- 1757 edition of Moehring's pre- 1758 work had not

been reinforced by adoption or acceptance, as prescribed originally in

Opinion 5 and, since the Paris Congress in the Regies themselves (1950,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 150), and therefore that those names possessed

no rights in zoological nomenclature (1950, ibid. 4: 566—568). Thus,

the alleged name Gavia Nozemann & Vosmaer, 1758, does not pre-
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occupy the name Gavia Forster, 1788, for the Divers. In order to

dispose of this matter once and for all, it will, however, be desirable

that Gavia Nozemann & Vosmaer, 1758, should be placed on the

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with

(as in similar cases) a note as to why this name is invahd.

8. The routine investigation of this case disclosed also the existence

of three generic names consisting of the word Gavia, each published

subsequent to Gavia Forster, 1788, The names in question are:

(1) Gavia Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2): 537; (2)

Gavia Boie, 1822, Oken's Isis 10: 563 ; (3) Gavia Gloger, 1842, Hand-und
Hilfsbuch Naturgesch. 1 : 433. In accordance with the Directive given

to the International Commission by the International Congress of
Zoology that decisions on individual applications are in future to

cover all aspects of the problems submitted, the foregoing names
should be added to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic

Names in Zoology at the same time that the name Gavia Forster, 1788,

is placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, if the

proposal to that end .submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornith-

ology is approved by the International Commission. At the same
time there should also be added to the Official Index the two junior

homonyms of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, namely: (1) Colymbus Paetel,

1875 {Fam. Gatt. Moll: 50); (2) Colymbus Hadding, 1913 [Univ.

Arssk. Lund (n.f.) 9(2) (No. 15): 79).

9. During his last visit to England, Dr. Ernst Mayr {The American
Museum of Natural History, New York) drew my attention to the

reference by Hartert (1915, Die Vogel paldarkt. Fauna (2): 1456) to a
generic name consisting of the word Gavia of older date than Gavia
Forster, 1788, and suggested that this was a matter which should be
investigated before the application relating to the Colymbus problem
was considered by the International Commission. In the work
referred to by Dr. Mayr, Hartert applied the name Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, to the Divers, treating Colymbus arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as the

type species. As in the case of other nominal genera recognised by
him as representing taxonomically valid genera, Hartert cited under
the name Colymbus Linnaeus, the names of nominal genera of later

date which he regarded as junior synonyms. The first such entry

reads as follows:
—

" Gavia Forster 1788—non S. G. Gmelin 1770!
"

It is unfortunate that Hartert did not cite a bibliographical reference

for the name Gavia Gmelin, 1770, for this name is not noted either by
Sherborn in his Index Animalium or by Neave in Nomenrlator
Zoologicus, and it has proved a matter of some difficulty to trace the
original reference to it. This reference has however kindly been
supplied by Dr. Mayr {in Hit., 8th August 1952). It is as follows:

Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1770, Reise durch Russland zur Untersuchung der
drey Natur-Reiche 1: 152. This name was there used by Gmelin for a
gull. (In furnishing this information. Dr. Mayr drew attention to the

fact that, although the name Gavia is not now used for any genus of
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gull, it was frequently so used in the XlXth Century and that this word
or its stem appears in a number of compound words which have been
published for genera of gulls, e.g., Gavina Bonaparte, 1854; Bruchi-

gav/« Bonaparte, 1855; Gabianus Bruch, 1853.)

10. At the same time that Dr. Mayr furnished the foregoing

information, he drew attention also to the fact that the first use in the

literature of the word Gavia as a generic name was by Brisson in 1 760
{Ornithologie 6: 196). Brisson clearly did not apply the principles of
binominal nomenclature in his Ornithologie—he was what in past

times was called a " binary author "—but that work is of importance
in ornithology and it is for this reason that in its Opinion 37 (1911,

Smithson Publ. 2013: 87—88) the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature ruled in favour of the acceptance, as

available, of new generic names published in the Ornithologie and this

ruling was validated and confirmed in 1948 (see 1950, Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 4: 65). It is evident therefore that the name Gavia Brisson,

1760, will need to be disposed of, if the recommendation by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature is to be accepted.

The fact that, as is now established, the word Gavia was used as a

generic name at least twice (Brisson, 1760; Gmelin (S.G.), 1770) before

it was so used by Forster in 1788 suggests the possibility that more
intensive bibliographical investigations might bring to light some other

use of Gavia as a generic name prior to Forster, 1788. In these

circumstances, the only means by which an unchallengeable title could

be provided for Gavia Forster, 1788, would be for the International

Commission, when accepting that name for the Divers, to adopt a

procedure similar to that employed when in similar circumstances it

was desired to give an impregnable position to the generic name
Spatangus Gray, 1825 (Class Echinoidea) (see 1950, Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 4: 526), that is, that the International Commission should

use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of suppressing for the purposes

both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy all uses of
the word Gavia as a generic name prior to Gavia Forster, 1788, At
the same time it would be necessary to add to the Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Generic Nances in Zoology the two names consisting

of the word Gavia (i.e., Gavia Brisson, 1760; Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1770)

which are known to have been published before Gavia Forster, 1788.

11. Finally, it is necessary to note that under a decision taken by
the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology at Paris in 1948 it is

necessary, when any name is placed on the Official List of Generic

Names in Zoology, to note against that name the gender of the word of

which that name is composed (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 341).

Such entries will therefore be needed, if, as proposed by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature, the names Podiceps

Latham, 1787, and Gavia Forster, 1788, are now to be added to the

Official List. The gender of the first of these names is masculine, that

of the second, feminine.
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12. I have consulted Colonel Meinertzhagen on the problem raised

by the discovery of the generic names Gavia Brisson, 1760, and Gavia
Gmelin, 1770, and on the minor matters raised in paragraphs 7 and 8

of this Report, having communicated to him for this purpose a copy
of this Report in draft. In reply. Colonel Meinertzhagen has since

informed me that he is in full agreement with the action suggested in

paragraphs 7, 8, 10, and 11 above which, as Chairman of the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature, he considers necessary

and desirable for the purpose of giving effect to the proposal submitted

to the International Commission by the Standing Committee under
cover of his letter of 19th October 1950. In agreement with Colonel
Meinertzhagen I have therefore prepared the revised form of request

annexed to the present Report as Appendix 1 . This form of request

Colonel Meinertzhagen asks should be treated as constituting a textual

revision of the application already submitted by the Standing Com-
mittee of which he is the Chairman.^ The Report on the narrow issue

of the present position of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, under the Regies,

which, as explained in paragraph 2 of the present Report, was prepared
in response to the request addressed to me in 1948, is submitted as

Appendix 2.^ It is submitted only for information, having been
superseded, as the basis of possible action by the International Com-
mission, by the proposal received later from the Standing Committee
on Ornithological Nomenclature appointed by the International

Ornithological Congress.

(signed) FRANCIS HEMMING.
28 Park Village East,

Regent's Park, London, N.W.I.
Xdth August 1952.

APPENDIX 1

Application regarding the name " Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758,

submitted to the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature by the Standing Committee on Ornith-

ological Nomenclature as revised in certain minor
respects in agreement with the Chairman of the

Standing Committee

The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked:

—

(1) to use its Plenary Powers:

—

(a) to suppress the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, for

the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of
the Law of Homonymy

;

^ The original text of the application here referred to, which formed the enclosure
to Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter of 19th October 1950, has been reproduced
in paragraph 4 of the present Opinion (see page 26).

' The Report here referred to has been reproduced in paragraph 3 of the present
Opinion.
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(b) to suppress for the purposes both of the Law of Priority

and of the Law of Homonymy any uses of the generic

name Gavia prior to Gavia Forster, 1788;

(c) to set aside all type selections hitherto made for the under-
mentioned nominal genera and to designate, as their

respective type species the nominal species specified

below :

—

Species proposed to be
Name ofgenus designated as type species

ofgenus specified in Col. (1)

(1) (2)

Gavia Forster, 1788, Colymbus immer, Briinnich,

Enchiridion Hist, nat.: 1764, Orn. boreal.: 38
38 (gender of generic

name: feminine)

Podiceps Latham, 1787, Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus,
Suppl. gen. Synopsis 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10)

Birds, [1]: 294 (gender 1: 135

of generic name : mas-
culine)

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the

generic names Gavia Forster, 1788, and Podiceps Latham,
1787, with, as their respective type species, the species desig-

nated, as proposed in (l)(c) above;

(3) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:—
(a) cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination

Colymbus cristatus (trivial name of type species of
Podiceps LsLtham, 1787);

(b) immer Briinnich, 1764, as published in the combination
Colymbus immer (trivial name of type species of Gavia

Forster, 1788):

(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official

Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology:—
(a) Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 135), as

proposed in (l)(a) above to be suppressed under the

Plenary Powers);

(b) Colymbus Paetel, 1875, Fam. Gatt. Moll: 50) (junior

homonym of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758);

(c) Colymbus Hadding, 1913 {Univ. Arssk. Lund (n.f.) 9(2)

(No. 15): 79) (junior homonym of Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758);
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(d) Gavia Brisson, 1760 {Omithologie 6: 196) (as proposed,
under (l)(b) above, to be suppressed under the Plenary
Powers)

;

(e) Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1770 {Reise Russl. 1: 152) (as

proposed, under (l)(b) above, to be suppressed under
the Plenary Powers)

;

(/) Gavia, all other uses as a generic name prior to Gavia
Forster, 1788 (as proposed under (l)(b) above to be
suppressed under the Plenary Powers)

;

(g) Gavia Oken, 1816 {Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2): 537)

(a junior homonym of Gavia Forster, 1788);

(h) Gavia Boie, 1822 (Oken's Isis 10: 563) (a junior honomym
of Gavia Forster, 1788);

(i) Gavia Gloger, 1842 {Hand-und Hilfsbuch Naturgesch. 1:

433) (a junior homonym of Gavia Forster, 1788).

II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

6. Registration of the present applications: Upon the receipt

by Mr. Hemming in 1938 of the surviving documents relating to

the consideration of the present case up to that time, the problem

of the type species of the genus Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, was
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)78, in the new series

then in process of being established.

7. Support for the present proposals received from Dr. Finn

Salomonsen (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen)

prior to the publication of the present application: On 13th January

1950 Dr. Henning Lemche {Universitetets Zoologiske Museum,
Copenhagen) communicated to the Office of the Commission a

copy of a paper on the Colymbus question which had been
prepared by Dr. Finn Salomonsen of the same Museum for

communication to the Tenth International Ornithological Congress

at the meeting arranged to take place at Uppsala in June of that

year. In that paper Dr. Salomonsen proposed that a settlement

of this long-standing controversy should be reached by asking

the International Commission to suppress the generic name
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Colymbus Linnaeus, thus leaving Podiceps Latham, 1787 (type

species: Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758) the oldest available

generic name for the Grebes and Gavia Forster, 1788 (type

species: Colymbus immer Briinnich, 1764) the oldest available

name for the Divers (Loons). This proposal v^as duly placed

before the Uppsala Congress and the discussion which it provoked
was largely instrumental to the establishment by that Congress

of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature
under the chairmanship of Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen. As
will be seen from the application submitted to the Commission
in October 1950 (paragraph 4 above), the proposals put before the

Uppsala Congress by Dr. Salomonsen were approved and
adopted by the Standing Committee and formed the foundation

of the application which it submitted to the Commission. The
paper presented to the Uppsala Congress by Dr. Salomonsen,

which was entitled " A Nomenclatorial Controversy: The Genus
Colymbus Linnaeus 1758 ", was published in 1951 in the Pro-

ceedings of that Congress (Salomonsen, Proc. Xth Int. Omith.

Congress, Uppsala, 1950 : 149—154).

8. Publication of the present application: The Report prepared

by Mr. Hemming in response to the request addressed to him
by the Commission in Paris, the application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature and

Mr. Hemming' s Supplementary Report were sent to the printer

on various dates in August 1952 and were published in the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature on 15th October of that

year (Hemming (Paris Report), 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 :

15—29; Meinertzhagen (Standing Committee's Application),

1952, ibid. 9 : 6—7; Hemming (Supplementary Report and

Revised Application by Standing Committee), 1952, ibid. 9 :

8—14).

9. Issue of Public Notices: Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was

given on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

appUcation submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornitho-
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logical Nomenclature was published), (b) to the other prescribed

serial publications, and (c) to the general zoological serial

publications to which in addition Public Notice of such applica-

tions is customarily given. In addition, it was decided that,

having regard to the fact that the group of appUcations published

in the foregoing Part of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

constituted the first move to promote stabihty in ornithological

nomenclature taken by the Commission for many years, special

measures should be adopted to bring the applications concerned

prominently to the attention of ornithologists in all parts of the

world. Accordingly, Pubhc Notice in relation to the applications

in question, both those which involved the possible use of the

Plenary Powers and those which did not, was given to fourteen

specialist serial publications or institutions concerned in ornitho-

logy. The serial publications and institutions to which PubUc
Notice was so given under the procedure described above were

the following :

—

(1) Alauda, Paris

(2) Ardea, The Netherlands

(3) Auk, U.S.A.

(4) Bombay Natural History Society, India

(5) Condor, U.S.A.

(6) Gerfaut, Brussels

(7) Ibis, England

(8) Limosa, The Netherlands

(9) Naturhistoriska Museum, Stockholm (Count Nils

Gyldenstolpe)

(10) UOiseau, Paris

(11) Ornis Fennica, YivXdirvd.

(12) Ornithologie, Journal/., Germany

(13) Ostrich, Natal

(14) Vidensk. Nedd. fra Dansk. naturh. Foren, Denmark
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10. General Support for the present and other applications

relating to ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part

1/3 of volume 9 of the " Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ":

General support for the action proposed for the promotion of

stability in ornithological nomenclature in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature was received

from thirty-six (36) ornithological institutions, groups of

ornithologists and individual specialists. The communications

so received are reproduced in Part I of the Appendix to the present

Opinion. It will therefore be sufficient here to note that the

institutions and individuals from whom these communications

were received were the following:

—

(1) Erwin Stresemann {Zoologisches Museum, Humboldt-

Universitdt, Berlin)

(2) G. Diesselhorst (Leiter der Ornith. Abteilung, Zoologische

Sammlung des Bayerischen Staates, MUnchen, Germany)

(3) Ernst Schiiz {Staatliches Museum fur Naturkunde in

Stuttgart, Germany)

(4) K. H. Voous (Curator of Birds, Zoologisch Museum,
Amsterdam, The Netherlands)

(5) Scottish Ornithological Club, forty-three members of

(6) Count Nils Gyldenstolpe {Naturhistoriska Museum,
Stockholm)

(7) R. Kuhk (Vogelwarte Radolfzell der Max-Planck-

Gesellschaft zur Fdrderung der Wissenschaften,

Bodensee)

(8) J. Steinbacher (Forschungs-Institut und Natur-Museum

Senckenberg, Frankfurt a. M.)

(9) G. Niethammer (Zoologisches Forschungsinstitut und

Museum Alexander Koenig Reichinstitut, Bonn)

(10) G. C. A. Junge (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic,

Leiden)

(11) B. Rensch (Zoologisches Institut der Westfdlischen

Landes-Universitdt MUnster (Westf), Germany
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(12) Danish Zoologists Working on Scientific Ornithology

(R. Sparck; H. Volsoe; Finn Salomonsen; Knud
Paludan; Holger Poulsen ; M. Degerbol; H. Johansen;

F. W. Braestrup; B. Loppenthin; V. Holstein)

(13) R. Drost (Vogelwarte Helgoland, Institut fur Vogelfor-

schung, Wilhelmshaven)

(14) Helmuth O. Wagner {Direktor, Museum fur Natur-,

Volker- und Handelskunde, Bremen)

(15) Board of the Netherland Ornithological Society

(16) Six British Zoologists (Miss PhylUs Barclay Smith;

R. S. Fitter; Eric Simms; Edward Hindle ; Sir Philip

Manson Barr; P. Hollom)

(17) Jean Delacour {Los Angeles County Museum, Los
Angeles, Cal, U.S.A.)

(18) T. A. M. Jack (London)

(19) E, H. Bromley {Gosport, Hants, England)

(20) Ernst Mayr (then of the American Museum of Natural

History, New York)

(21) V. S. Edwards {Newbury, Berks, England)

(22) W. M. Congreve {Salisbury, Wilts, England)

(23) F. J. F. Barrington {London)

(24) Ten Parasitologists interested in bird names from the

point of view of the names^ of host species (G. H. E.

Hopkins; F. G. A. M. Smit; Karl Jordan; G. O.

Evans; E. Browning; S. Prudhoe; Hon. Miriam
Rothschild; N. Tebble; Theresa Clay; M. A. R.

Ansari {Institute of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine,

Lahore)

(25) S. Allison {Nottingham, England)

(26) Austin L. Rand {Curator of Birds, Chicago Natural

History Museum, Chicago, III., U.S.A.)

(27) S. Dillon Ripley {Assistant Curator and Assistant

Professor, Yale University, Peabody Museum of
Natural History, New Haven, Connecticut, U.S.A.)
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(28) Ruth G. Barnes {Chippenham, Wilts, England)

(29) Vera Maynard {Hassocks, Sussex, England)

(30) Guy Mountfort {Secretary, British Ornithologists' Union)

(31) E. O. Hohn {Associate Professor of Physiology, Depart-

ment of Physiology and Pharmacology, University of
Alberta, Edmonton, Canada)

(32) A. W. Boyd {Northwich, Cheshire, England)

(33) John C. S. ElUs {Huddersfield, England)

(34) J. M. Winterbottom {South African Ornithological

Society, Cape Town, Union of South Africa)

(35) Theed Pearse {Comox, Vancouver Is., B.C., Canada)

(36) Swedish Ornithological Association, Committee of

11. General objection received from one specialist : One specialist

intimated a general objection to the use of the Plenary Powers
in any of the cases relating to ornithological nomenclature dealt

with in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature. The specialist from whom this communication
was received was Dr. R. Verhayen {Institut Royal des Sciences

Naturelles de Belgique, Bruxelles). The letter received from this

specialist is reproduced in Part 2 of the Appendix to the present

Opinion.

12. Comments directly relating to the present application:

Particular support for the present apphcation was received from
the following speciaHsts and groups of speciaHsts :—(1) Dr. A. C. V.

van Bemmel (formerly Curator, Bird Department, Zoological

Museum, Bogor, Indonesia); (2) M. Noel Mayaud {Faculte des

Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises);

(3) a joint communication from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann

Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and six other United States ornitho-

logists; (4) Dr. W. B. Yapp {University of Birmingham, Zoology

Department, Birmingham, England). One letter of objection to

to the present apphcation was received. This was a letter from

Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum {Natural History),
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London), covering a statement signed by himself and five other

British ornithologists. The communications so received are

reproduced in the immediately following paragraphs.

13. Support received from Dr. A. C. V. van Bemmel (formerly

Curator, Bird Department, Zoological Museum, Bogor, Indonesia):

On 23rd November 1952 Dr. A. C, V. van Bemmel {Honorary

Assistant, Zoologisch Museum, Amsterdam, The Netherlands

and formerly Curator, Bird Department, Zoological Museum,
Bogor, Indonesia) addressed a letter to the Commission intimating

his support for the present and certain other applications relating

to ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. The follow-

ing is an extract of the relevant portion of Dr. van Bemmel's

letter:

—

Concerning the notes published in Bull. zool. Nomencl., Vol. 9,

Part 1/3, pp. 1—106, I should like to inform you as follows:

—

I should like to ask the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers as is recommended on
pp. 13— 14 {Colymbus) . . .

14. Support received from M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des

Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises):

On 17th March 1953 M. Noel Mayaud {Faculte des Sciences de

Paris, Laboratoire des Etres Organises) addressed a letter to the

Commission enclosing a number of notes on proposals relating to

ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. The note

furnished by M. Mayaud in regard to the present case was as

follows :

—

(1) L'usage de Gavia Forster, 1788, est recommandable, Colymbus
Linne etant sujet a interpretations differentes.

15. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and six

other United States ornithologists: On 18th March 1953 Dr.

Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the six

under-mentioned specialists addressed a letter to the Commission
in support of the present appHcation:—(a) Robert W. Storer

{Museum ofZoology, University ofMichigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.); (b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.);
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(c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.);

(d) Frank A. Pitelka (Berkeley, California, U.S.A.); (e) Alden H.
Miller (Berkeley, California, U.S.A.); (f) John Davis (Los Angeles,

California, U.S.A.). The letter so received was as follows:

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of
proposal No. 1 (concerning Colymbus and Gavia) published on
page 3'* of vol. 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We
hope that your Commission will take favorable action on it.

16. Support received from Dr. W. B. Yapp (University of

Birmingham, Zoology Department, Birmingham, England): On
10th December 1953 Dr. W. B. Yapp (University of Birmingham,

Zoology Department, Birmingham) addressed a letter to the

Commission in support of the present and certain other applica-

tions published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. The following is an extract of the

relevant portion of Dr. Yapp's letter:

—

I should like to support very strongly the following cases referred

to in Nature 172: 966:—(1) Colymbus and Gavia; . . .

17. Objection received from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) and five other British

ornithologists: On 2nd April 1953 Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) addressed a letter to the

Conunission, covering a statement signed by himself and five

other British ornithologists objecting to the action proposed in

the present case. The five other signatories were:—(a) Dr. J. M.
Harrison (Sevenoaks, Kent); (b) Colonel O. E. Wynne (Fording-

bridge, Hants.); (c) Mr. R. Wagstaffe (City of Liverpool Public

Museums, Liverpool); (d) Lieutenant-Commander C. P. Staples,

R.N. (Ickenham, Middlesex); (e) Mrs. B. P. Hall (London).

The statement so communicated was as follows:-^

On the genus " Colymbus " Linnaeus, 1758

It is noted that the original argument (see 1915— 1916, B.O.U. List

Brit. Bds.: 399 and 1948, Ibis, 1948: 330), that Brisson divided the

genus has been dropped and that the " Law of Elimination " has now
been invoked. The Linnean genera are valid and the description of

* The page reference cited here is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application appeared as

proposal No. 1 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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the genus Colymbus on pp. 84 and 135 could apply to either the divers

or grebes. Latham, Syn. Bds. Suppl. 1: 294 in 1787 placed the grebes

in the genus Podiceps. Latham, on p. 295, gives four divers which
appears to point to his having used the 1766 edition of Linnaeus, and
no doubt he also knew the 1758 edition wherein only one diver is given.

Even so Latham was the first author to remove the grebes from the

Linnean genus Colymbus and leave in that genus the one species in

the 1758 edition and the four species in the 1766 edition.

Latham's action was valid in accordance with Art. 30(k) and
Opinion 6. C. arcticus has rightly been accepted by all British

systematic ornithologists as the type species of the genus Colymbus.

The Commission's " Law of Elimination " is inapplicable to this case

and has not been recognised by systematic ornithologists in the

designation of type species. Where one valid specific name has been
left in a genus it automatically establishes itself as the type species.

This is the practical and common-sense view to take.

Baird, Brewer, and Ridgway, 1884 {Water Bds. N. Amer. 2: 425), use

the words " type by elimination " and in their footnote base their

action on Sundevall, 1872, Met. Av. Nat., p. xxix, who bases his

arguments on the erroneous assumption that Brisson divided the

genus Colymbus of Linnaeus. It would appear that under the

I.C.Z.N. " Law of Elimination," Baird, Brewer, and Ridgway's action

is invalid.

The arguments put forward to the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature are, in our opinion, unsound and in-

sufficient to support their case to suppress the valid Linnaeus' genus
Colymbus. We would never agree to the suppression of any of
Linnaeus' valid genera.

After Latham's action in 1787 Colymbus cristatus could no longer

be regarded as in the genus Colymbus, and could not in 1884 be selected

as the type species of that genus as it had already been established as

the type species of the genus Podiceps Latham, and cannot be divorced
from it. If it is to be allowed that any author can remove a type
species from a genus it is difficult to see how any genus and its type
species can have any permanent standing.

It may be mentioned that Gavia first appears in Brisson on p. 171

of Vol. 6, as Gavia grisea and Brisson's system would be Larus gavia
grisea. Brisson has no genus Gavia and Gmelin (S.G.), 1770 {Reise
Russland, 1: 152), merely quotes Brisson's Gavia ridibunda phoenicops,
and in doing so has not proposed Gavia as a genus.

Gavia, as introduced by Forster, 1788 {Ench. Hist. Nat.: 38), is a
name introduced into literature, but not into nomenclature, as no
species names are given. It was introduced into nomenclature by
Allen, 1908, Bull. amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 24: 35), who gave Colymbus
imber Gunnerus, as the type species. It would appear that Gavia is
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of Allen, 1908, not of Forster, 1788, in which case Gavia Allen, 1908,

is pre-occupied by Gavia Swainson, 1837 {Class. Bds. 2: 373), type

species Gavia leucoceps Swainson.

We are of opinion that Gavia is unavailable as a genus for the divers,

and that Colymbus should be accepted with C. arcticus as the type

species. We agree with Salomonsen, 1951 {Proc. lOth Int. Orn.

Cong.: 151), that " the use of Colymbus as the name of the divers ought
to have been continued," but disagree with his proposal to suppress

this genus.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

18. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)62: On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(54)62) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758,

and matters connected therewith as specified in Points (1) to (4)

in the Appendix printed on pages 13 and 14 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature " (i.e. in the Appendix to

the Supplementary Report reproduced in paragraph 5 of the

present Opinion).

19. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

20. Particulars of the Votmg on Voting Paper V.P.(54)62: At

the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)62 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received):

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering;

Vokes; Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J.C);
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Hemming; do Amaral; Pearson; Hanko; Sylvester-

Bradley; Mertens; Cabrera; Stoll; Jaczewski;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

21. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)62, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 20 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

22. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

On 29th September 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the RuUng
given in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a

Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord

with those of the proposal approved by the International Com-
mission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)62.

23. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion:—

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 135

Colymbus Paetel, 1875, Fam. Gatt. Moll : 50

Colymbus Hadding, 1913, Univ. Arask. Lundin.f.) 9 (2) No. 15): 79

cristatus, Colymbus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 135

Gavia Brisson, 1760, Ornithologie 6 : 196

Gavia Gmelin (S. G.), 1770, Reise Russl. 1 : 152
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Gavia Forster, 1788, Euchiridion Hist. nat. : 38

Gavia Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2) : 537

Gavia Boie, 1822, Oken's his 10 : 563

Gavia Gloger, 1842, Hand- und Hilfsbuch Naturgesch. 1 : 433

immer, Colymbus, Brunnich, 1764, Orn. boreal. : 38

Podiceps Latham, 1787, Suppl. gen. Synopsis Birds [1] : 294

24. Family-Group-Name Aspects: The present application was
submitted before, under a Directive issued by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, it became
the duty of the Commission, when placing a generic name on the

Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, to investigate the

question whether that generic name had been taken as the base

for the name of a family-group taxon. In the present case

important family-group names are involved and under the

Ruling given in the present Opinion, taken in conjunction with the

Ruling given in Declaration 20 (1955, Ops. Decls. int. Comm.
zool. Nomenc. 10 : 1—viii), the well-known family name
COLYMBIDAE bccomcs invalid simultaneously with the suppression

under the Plenary Powers of the name of its type genus {Colymbus

Linnaeus, 1758). The consequences at the family-group-name

level are at present being investigated in a separate File bearing

the Registered Number Z.N.(G.)127.

25. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in

the titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

26. The prescribed procedures were duly comphed with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in deahng

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

herebv rendered in the name of the said International Com-
mission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the
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International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue

of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.

27. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and One (401) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-Ninth day of September,

Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING
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APPENDIX

COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM ORNITHOLOGICAL
INSTITUTIONS, GROUPS OF ORNITHOLOGISTS
AND INDFVODUAL SPECIALISTS ON THE PRESENT
AND OTHER PROPOSALS ON ORNITHOLOGICAL
NOMENCLATURE PUBLISHED IN TRIPLE-PART

1/3 OF VOLUME 9 OF THE " BULLETIN OF
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE "
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COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM ORNITHOLOGICAL
INSTITUTIONS, GROUPS OF ORNITHOLOGISTS
AND INDIVIDUAL SPECIALISTS ON THE PRESENT
AND OTHER PROPOSALS ON ORNITHOLOGICAL
NOMENCLATURE PUBLISHED IN TRIPLE-PART

1/3 OF VOLUME 9 OF THE " BULLETIN OF
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE"

PART 1.—STATEMENTS RECEIVED FROM THIRTY-
SIX ORNITHOLOGICAL INSTITUTIONS, GROUPS OF
ORNITHOLOGISTS AND INDIVIDUAL SPECIALISTS
SUPPORTING GENERALLY THE ACTION PROPOSED

DOCUMENT 1/1

By ERWIN STRESEMANN

{Zoologisches Museum, Humboldt-Universitdt zu Berlin, Germany)

(letter dated 3rd November 1952)

The twenty-two applications in your list in Parts 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature meet my fullest approval.
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DOCUMENT 1/2

By G. DIESSELHORST
{Letter der Ornith. Abteilung, Zoologische Sammlung des Baver-

ischen Staates, Munchen, Germany)

(letter dated 20th November 1952)

I fully agree to recommendation of the 22 applications published in

Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature.
The acceptance of these applications by the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature, would be a noteworthy step for

stabilisation of Zoological Nomenclature I think. Refusal of the

applications certainly would give a severe shock to confidence in

taxonomy to many zoologists, especially to non-taxonomists.

DOCUMENT 1/3

By ERNST SCHUZ
{Staatliches Museum fur Naturkunde in Stuttgart, Germany)

(letter dated 24th November 1952)

Ich stimme alien Empfehlungen in Vol. 9 des Bull. zool. Nomencl.
von 15. Oktober 1952 zu.

DOCUMENT 1/4

By K. H. VOOUS
{Curator of Birds, Zoologisch Museum, Amsterdam, The Nether-

lands)

(letter dated 25th November 1952)

This is to inform you that I fully agree with the recommendations of
the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature submitted
to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, as

mentioned in the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature, vol. 9, part 1—3,

1952, pp. 1—106.
I also agree with all further recommendations in the said Bulletin

that seek to achieve the much desired stabilisation in the nomenclature
of birds.
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DOCUMENT 1/5

By forty-three Members of the Scottish Ornithological Club

(letter dated 26th November 1952)

We, the undersigned, regard stability in ornithological nomen-
clature as most important and are in agreement with all the

recommendations as outlined in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen-
clature (1952) Vol. 9, pp. 1—106.

K. Williamson
John Berry
Evelyn V. Baxter (Miss)

Beryl K. Holmes (Mrs.)

J. A. Gibson
Alan M. Watt
W. V. Flower (Miss)

F. Darling

M. Irene Kinnear (Miss)

Ian V. Balfour Paul
Andrew T. Macmillan
Helen A. Wright (Miss)

Patrick W. Sandeman
M. F. M. Meiklejohn
T. Yeoman
J. E. King
E. A. R. Ennion
D. G. Andrew
J. D. Cranfield (Miss)

E. R. Laudells (Miss)

K. S. Macgregor
R. W. J. Smith

A. G. S. Bryson
E. M. Yeoman (Mrs.)

Ian F. Holroyd
D. Dover Wilson (Mrs.)

G. V. Holmes
G. M. Porter (Mrs.)

Margaret Swan (Mrs.)

Roger Harkness
Elizabeth A. Robertson (Miss)

John MacRae
K. W. Werninck (Miss)

Andrew Currie

Donald Watson
John Boyes
Herbert Dacker
W. Jimmy R. Young
J. H. B. Munro
R. W. Jackson
F. D. Hamilton
C. K. Mylne
D. Ennion (Mrs.)

DOCUMENT 1/6

By Count NILS GYLDENSTOLPE

{Naturhistoriska Riksmuseum, Stockholm, Sweden)

(letter dated 26th November 1952)

I have seen the recommendations in Vol. 9 of the Bulletin of Zoo-
logical Nomenclature, and in the interests of stability I agree with their

adoption.
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DOCUMENT 1/7

By R. KUHK
{Vogelwarte Rudolfzell der Max-Planck-Gesellschaft zur Forderung

der Wissenschaften, Schloss Moggingen, Bodensee)

(letter dated 28th November 1952)

Ich stimme alien Empfehlungen in Vol. 9 des Bulletin of Zoological
Nomenclature vom 15 Okt. 1952 zu.

DOCUMENT 1/8

By J. STEINBACHER

(Forschungs-Institut und Natur-Museum Senckenberg, Senckenberg-
Anlage, Frankfurt a.M., Germany)

(letter dated 6th December 1952)

Dr. Erwin Stresemann, Berlin, has informed me of the applications

relating to the names of birds submitted to the International Com-
mission on Zoological Nomenclature for decision, and I herewith

declare that I agree with all the recommendations set out in Parts 1/3

of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, dated 1 5th

Oct. 1952.

DOCUMENT 1/9

By G. NIETHAMMER
Zoologisches Forschungsinstitut und Museum Alexander Koenig

Reichsinstitut, Bonn, Germany)

(letter dated 6th December 1952)

I agree to all the recommendations set out in Vol. 9 of the Bull, zool

Nomencl. dated 15th October, 1952.



OPINION 401 53

DOCUMENT 1/10

By G. C. A. JUNGE

{Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden)

(letter dated 8th December 1952)

I was much interested in the proposals of the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature of the International Ornithological
Congress, which are pubhshed in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen-
clature, vol. 9, pt. 1/3. As most ornithologists, I am anxious that
stability in ornithological nomenclature shall be attained and I
seriously hope that the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature will use its powers to attain this end.

DOCUMENT 1/11

By B. RENSCH

{Zoologisches Institut der Westfdlischen Landes-Universitdt, Miinster
{West/.), Germany)

(letter dated 10th December 1952)

I agree with all the recommendations set out in Volume 9 of the
Bull. zool. Nomencl. dated 15th October, 1952.
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DOCUMENT 1/12

By Ten Danish Zoologists working with scientific ornithology

(statement dated 11th December 1952)

We undersigned Danish zoologists, working with scientific ornith-

ology, have noted with satisfaction the attempt made by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to attain

stability in ornithological nomenclature. We take the opportunity

to announce that we are in agreement with the recommendations set

out in the recent issue (Vol. 9, triple part 1/3, 1952) of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature:—

R. Sparck,

Prof., Ph.Dr.,

Zoological Museum,
Copenhagen

H. Volsoe,

Assistant, Ph.Dr.,

Zool. Department,
Univ. of Copenhagen

Finn Salomonsen,
Assistant, Ph.Dr.,

Zoological Museum,
Copenhagen

Knud Paludan,
Assistant, Ph.Dr.,

Danish Game Investigations,

Ronde
Holger Poulsen,

Inspector, M.Sc,
Zoological Gardens,
Copenhagen

M. Degerbol,
Keeper, Ph.Dr.
Zoological Museum,
Copenhagen

H. Johansen,
Assistant, Ph.Dr.,

Zoological Museum,
Copenhagen

F. W. Braestrup,

Assistant, Ph. Dr.,

Zoological Museum,
Copenhagen

B. Loppenthin, M.Sc,
University Library,

Copenhagen

V. Holstein, Ph.Dr.,

Chairman of
Danish Ornith. Society,

Jffigerspris

DOCUMENT 1/13

By R. DROST

(Vogelwarte Helgoland, InstitutfUr Vogelforschung, Wilhelmshaven^
Germany)

(letter dated 13th December 1952)

I agree to all the recommendations set out in Volume 9 of the Bull,

zool. Nomenclature dated 15th October, 1952.
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DOCUMENT 1/14

By HELMUTH O. WAGNER
(Direktor, Museum fur Natur-Volker- und Handelskunde, Bremen,

Germany)
(letter dated 15th December 1952)

I have the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, Vol. 9, dated 15th
October, 1952, and agree to all the recommendations set out in this
publication. I hope that it will be the foundation for the future.

DOCUMENT 1/15

By the Board of the Netherland Ornithological Society

(letter dated 17th December 1952)

The Board of the Netherland Ornithological Society has unanimously
advised us to inform you about its approval of the recommendations
of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature sub-
mitted to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,
as mentioned in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, vol 9 part
1—3, 1952, pp. 1—106.

It also agrees with all further recommendations in the said Bulletin
that aim at achieving the much desired stabihsation in the nomen-
clature of birds.

(signed) Prof. Dr. L. F. de Beaufort, Chairman
( „ ) Dr. K. H. Voous, Secretary

DOCUMENT 1/16

By Miss PHYLLIS BARCLAY SMITH
and five other British zoologists

(statement dated 23rd December 1952)

We the undersigned, wish to support stability in Nomenclature, and
register our agreement with all the recommendations as outlined in
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, Vol. IX, part 1/3 (1952),
pp. I—106.

Miss Phyllis Barclay Smith Edward Hindle
R. S. Fitter Sir Philip Manson Barr
Eric Simms P. HoUom
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DOCUMENT 1/17

By JEAN DELACOUR
{Los Angeles County Museum, Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.)

(letter dated 5th January 1953)

I hope to attend the Zoological Congress at Copenhagen next

August, and to take part in the discussions about systematics and
nomenclature. I would like to say now that I am in full accord with

Meinertzhagen's proposals.

DOCUMENT 1/18

By T. A. M. JACK.

{London)
(letter dated 8th January 1953)

I wish to record with you my strong approval of Col. Meinertzhagen's

attempt to attain stability in ornithological nomenclature, as set out in

his note in the current number of Ibis.

DOCUMENT 1/19

By E. H. BROMLEY
{Gosport, Hants.)

(letter dated 8th January 1953)

Stability in Zoological Nomenclature: I am in agreement with the
recommendations in favour of stability in zoological nomenclature
proposed in Ibis, vol. 95, No. 1, Jan. 1953.



OPINION 401 57

DOCUMENT 1/20

By ERNST MAYR
(then of the American Museum of Natural History, New York,

now at the Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College,

Cambridge, Mass.)

(extract from letter dated 8th January 1953)

I have just returned from a three month stay at Seattle where I was
visiting professor at the University of Washington. One of the first

things I did after my return was to study carefully the petitions to the

International Commission published in Parts 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. I fully support these petitions

except for the issues specified in the subsequent paragraphs.^

DOCUMENT 1/21

By V. S. Edwards

{Newbury, Berks.)

(letter dated 9th January 1953)

Re Nomenclature, Ibis, vol. 95, No. 1, pp. 149— 151. I strongly

favour stability and agree with the recommendations.

® The remainder of the above letter was concerned with the following applications :

—

(1) Z.N.(S.)454 (portion relating to the specific name pacificus Gmelin, [1789],
Tardus); (2) Z.N.(S.)493 (specific name of the Song Thrush); (3) Z.N.(S.)575
{Capella Frenzel, 1801, and Gallinago Koch, 1816). Decisions have now been
taken by the Commission in each of these cases. That on the name Tardus
pacificus has been embodied in Opinion 409, that on the specific name for the

Song Thrush in Opinion 405, and that on the CapellajGallinago problem in

Direction 39. The above documents are now all in the press. The two Opinions
will be published in the present volume, while Direction 39 will be published in

Section D of volume 1. In addition. Dr. Mayr's letter contained a concluding
paragraph on the subject of Application Z.N.(S.)834 (relationship, for the

purposes of the Law of Homonymy, of specific names differing from one another
in spelling only by reason of differences in spelling arising from the adoption of
different methods of transliterating the same word in the Latin alphabet from
some other alphabet). The question of principle raised in this application was
settled by the International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953. The
question of the relationship to one another of the names specified in the foregoing
application has been the subject of a decision by the Commission which has now
been embodied in Declaration 23. This Declaration, which will be published as

Part 2 of the present volume, is now in the press.
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DOCUMENT 1/22

By W. M. Congreve

{Salisbury, Wilts.)

(letter dated 10th January 1953)

This is to register my agreement in favour of ornithological nomen-
clature as on record in Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter in Ibis, vol. 95,

p. 151. I know little about the subject, but consider that the constant

changes have become a complete curse to serious students who
correspond, etc., with foreigners overseas. Anything to get stability is

worthwhile.

DOCUMENT 1/23

By F. J. F. BARRINGTON
{London)

(letter dated Uth January 1953)

I am in agreement with the recommendations published in Ibis,

1953, Vol. 95, p. 149 and 150.

DOCUMENT 1/24

By Ten Parasitologists interested in ornithological nomenclature
from the point of view of the names of host species

(statement dated 11th January 1953)

We, the undersigned, as parasitologists, welcome any serious effort

to attain stability in bird nomenclature. A great deal of our time is

wasted due to changes of host names. We are not concerned with the

rights or wrongs of individual names, but will support any steps which
prevent confusion and change in the scientific names of birds. We
are, therefore, in favour of the recommendations as outlined in the

Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature, vol. 9 (1952); 1—106.

G. H. E. Hopkins S. Prudhoe
F. G. A. M. Smit Miriam Rothschild
Karl Jordan N. Tebble
G. O. Evans Theresa Clay
E. Browning M. A. R. Ansari {Institute of

Hygiene & Tropical Medicine,

Lahore, Pakistan)
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DOCUMENT 1/25

By S. ALLISON

{Nottingham)

(letter dated 15th January 1953)

With T. Meinertzhagen's letter in the current issue of the Ibis on
stability for Ornithological Nomenclature I am in complete agreement.

As Secretary of the Nottingham and District Bird Watching Society,

I have to inform you that this subject has been discussed among the

members, and we are unanimously in favour of the views expressed in

the above letter.

DOCUMENT 1/26

By AUSTIN L. RAND
{Curator of Birds, Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago,

Illinois, U.S.A.)

(letter dated 15th January 1953)

I have recently studied Volume 9 (Parts 1/3) of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature and wish to express my appreciation of this

fine step that you are taking in stabilising nomenclature.

As a museum ornithologist I have found that the changing of names
for technical reasons are the bugbears of my existence. There seems
no end to it.

Thanks to the splendid start you have made, stability seems in

sight.

Again let me congratulate you.
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DOCUMENT 1/27

By S. DILLON RIPLEY

{Assistant Curator and Assistant Professor, Zoology, Yale Uni-

versity, Peabody Museum of Natural History, New Haven,
Connecticut, U.S.A.)

(Extract from a letter dated 16th January 1953^)

As one who was present at the meeting at Uppsala in 1950 when the

International Committee on Bird Nomenclature was organized, and
as one who is interested in sound systematic practice, I was very much
pleased and interested to look over vol. 9, pts. 1/3, of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. I heartily concur in the measures suggested

and feel that these will contribute materially to relieve dangerous
tendencies to upset long-established names, the changing of which
would put a grievous burden on the systematists concerned.

With hearty good wishes to you on the production of this valuable

volume of the Bulletin.

DOCUMENT 1/28

By RUTH G. BARNES

{Chippenham, Wiltshire)

(letter dated 17th January 1953)

Having read in this month's number of Ibis, Colonel Meinertzhagen's

addendum to the proposals for the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature, I should like, as a member of the British

Ornithologists' Union, to support his plea for stability in Ornith-

ological Nomenclature.

The portion of the above letter which is not reproduced above is concerned with
application Z.N.(S.)493 (specific name of the Song Thrush), on which a decision

has now been taken by the Commission. This decision has been embodied in

Opinion 405 which is now in the press and will be published in Part 4 of the

present volume.



OPINION 401 61

DOCUMENT 1/29

By Miss VERA MAYNARD
{Hassocks, Sussex)

(letter dated 18th January 1953)

I have read in Ibis the proposals submitted to the International

Commission for the stabilisation of nomenclature. I write to say that

I am in full agreement with this, and consider it an important and
essential step.

DOCUMENT 1/30

By GUY MOUNTFORT
{Secretary, British Ornithologists' Union)

(letter dated 30th January 1953)

I write to inform you that I fully approve the recommendations
made in the last issue of Ibis (page 151) for the sane reform of
nomenclature.

DOCUMENT 1/31

By E. O. HOHN
{Associate Professor of Physiology, Department of Physiology and
Pharmacology, University of Alberta, Edmonton, Canada)

(letter dated 10th February 1953)

I should like to express my agreement with the recommendations in

Ibis, vol. 95, No. 1, 1953, aimed at stabilising ornithological nomen-
clature. Though ignorant of taxonomic technique, I have suffered at

times from the name-changing which has resulted from the unrestricted

application of taxonomic work in nomenclature.
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DOCUMENT 1/32

By A. W. BOYD

{Northwich, Cheshire)

(extract from a letter dated 11th February 1953)

Col. Meinertzhagen's Ibis letter, I cannot pretend to an interest in

bird nomenclature and have been hoping in vain for a really stable

list of names which can be used in perpetuity. Any plan whatever to

stop these frequent changes would have me as an ardent backer.

DOCUMENT 1/33

By JOHN C. S. ELLIS

{Huddersfield)

(letter dated 18th February 1953)

As a member of the B.O.U., I wish to take the opportunity, in the

interests of stability, of stating my agreement with the proposals for

zoological nomenclature as set out in the current number of Ibis

(vol. 95, No. 1, 1953).

DOCUMENT 1/34

By J. M. WINTERBOTTOM
{South African Ornithological Society, Cape Town, Union of South

Africa)

(letter dated 9th March 1953)

This is to signify my support for the proposals recorded as

Recommendations 1—22 of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature in the current number of Ibis.
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DOCUMENT 1/35

By THEED PEARSE

(Comox, Vancouver Is., B.C., Canada)

(letter dated 27th March 1953)

I see by the last number of Ibis that Col. Meinertzhagen asks members
to express their views on the question of stability in nomenclature.

May I add my humble voice in favour, as an amateur. This
perpetual changing of the scientific names has been most w^orrying.

After all, with most it is the bird, not its scientific name, that is of
primary interest.

DOCUMENT 1/36

By the Committee of the Swedish Ornithological Association

(letter from Professor Sven Horstadius dated 14th April 1953)

The Committee of the Swedish Ornithological Association (1,900

members) has studied the proposals put forth by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature in vol. 9 (Parts 1/3), 15th

October 1952, of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. In order

to favour stabilisation of nomenclature, the Committee supports these

proposals.
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PART 2.—STATEMENT RECEIVED FROM ONE
SPECIALIST OBJECTING GENERALLY TO THE ACTION

PROPOSED

DOCUMENT 2/1

Comment by R. VERHEYEN
{Institut Royal des Sciences Naturelles de Belgique, Bruxelles)

(letter dated 3rd December 1952)

Remarque generale : J'ai I'honneur de vous informer que je partage
I'avis de ceux qui sollicitent Vapplication integrale des Regies, sauf :—

1° en ce qui concerne les erreurs typographiques quand cellesci

ont ete reconnues comme telles par les auteurs dans leurs publications

ulterieures,

2° quand la description des formes se prete a confusion et lorsque
I'auteur dans ses publications ulterieures ne fournit plus aucun
complement d'information.

La bibliographic n'est non seulement une branche auxUliaire de la

Systematique, mais elle Test aussi de toute autre science. Nos
contemporains manifestent distinctement la tendance a sousestimer la

valeur des investigations entreprises au cours des siecles ecoules. Ce
que constitue un manque grave d'egards a ceux de nos predurseurs qui

n'ont pas manque de contribuer a I'epanouissement des sciences

naturelles.

A mon avis la consecration officielle d'une erreur d'interpretation

constituera un prejudice beaucoup plus grave a la discipline scientifique

qu'elle accordera d'avantages a la pratique.

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scmtton St., London EC2
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OPINION 402

ADDITION TO THE " OFFICIAL INDEX OF REJECTED
AND INVALID SPECIFIC NAMES IN ZOOLOGY " OF
NAMES GIVEN TO TWO ASIATIC WOODPECKERS

(CLASS AVES)

RULING:—The under-mentioned specific names are

hereby placed on the Official Index ofRejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. 268 and
269 respectively:

—

(a) saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931, as pubHshed in the

combination Dryobates leucotos saghalinensis (a

junior secondary homonym in the genus Picoides

Lacepede, 1799, of sakhalinensis Buturlin, 1907,

as pubhshed in the combination Picoides

tridactylus sakhalinensis)
;

(b) tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, as published in the

combination Dendrocopus [sic] major tianshanicus

(a junior secondary homonym in the genus
Picoides Lacepede, 1799, of tianschanicus Buturhn,
as pubhshed in the combination Picoides

tridactylus tianschanicus).

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

In May 1954 Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, had under considera-

tion the procedure to be adopted for obtaining from the

Commission decisions on the questions raised on the application

relating to the names applicable to certain Asiatic Woodpeckers

which had been submitted to it by Marquess Hachisuka {Atani,

Shizuoka Ken, Japan). This application fell into two distinct

portions, namely (a) a request for a RuUng that under Article 35

the names comprised in each of two pairs of names based upon
geographical terms and differing from one another only in

spelUng should be treated as being homonyms of one another,

mi 1955
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and (b) a proposal that, consequential upon the adoption of the

foregoing request the later published of the names concerned

should be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology. Mr. Hemming took the view that

the most convenient course would be to prepare two Voting

Papers to be submitted to the Commission simultaneously, these

Voting Papers dealing respectively with the two portions of the

Marquess Hachisuka's application. On the first of these Voting

Papers, to which the number V.P.(54)82 was allotted, the

Commission was asked to vote on a proposal that it should adopt

a Declaration in the sense of the Ruling asked for in the

application^ In the second Voting Paper, which was allotted

the number V.P.(54)83, the Commission was asked to vote on
the proposal that, on the assumption that the proposed Declara-

tion was adopted, the later published of the specific names
concerned should be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. The following summary of

the issues involved in this latter proposal was thereupon prepared

by the Secretary:

—

The proposal submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka for the rejection of

the names based on geographical terms given to certain Asiatic

Woodpeckers consequent upon the transfer of the taxa so named
to a genus containing taxa with names based upon the

same geographical term and having an ahnost identical

spelling

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The object of the present note is to provide a summary of the

application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka in which he asked
for a Ruling on the question whether certain specific names based
upon geographical terms which had been given to Asiatic woodpeckers
should be regarded as homon5nns of one another. The question so

raised was as follows, namely :

—

(a) whether the name saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931, as published

in the combination Dryobates leucotos saghalinensis should be
regarded as a secondary homonym of the name sakhalinensis

^ This proposal was approved by the Commission, whose decision in this matter
has since been embodied in Declaration 23 (published as Part 2 of the present
volume).



OPINION 402 69

Buturlin, 1907, as published in the combination Picoides

tridactylus sakhalinensis consequent upon the transfer of
saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931, to the genus Picoides Lacepede,

1799, the genus in which the name sakhalinensis Buturlin, 1907,

was originally described and in which in the application

submitted it was stated that both these taxa were currently

placed

;

(b) whether the name tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, as pubhshed in

the combination Dendrocopus [sic] major tianshanicus was to

be regarded as a secondary homonym of the name tianschanicus

ButurUn, 1907, as pubhshed in the combination Picoides

tridactylus tianschanicus, consequent upon the transfer of
tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, to the genus Picoides Lacepede,

1799, the genus in which the name tianschanicus ButurUn, 1907,

was originally published and in which in the application sub-

mitted it was stated that both these taxa were currently placed.

2. In Voting Paper V.P.(54)82 the Commission is being asked to

vote on a proposal that within any given genus specific names consisting

of (i) the words saghalinensis and sakhalinensis and (ii) the words
tianshanicus and tianschanicus respectively be treated as homonyms of
one another.

3. If the foregoing proposal is approved by the Commission, the

ground will be cleared for the grant of approval to the second portion

of the application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka, namely the

addition of the under-mentioned names in the Official Index ofRejected
and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology: (a) saghalinensis Yamashina,
1931, as published in the combination Dryobates leucotos saghalinensis,

and (b) tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, as published in the combination
Dendrocopus [sic] major tianshanicus, these names being invalid by
reason of being junior secondary homonyms in the genus Picoides

Lacepede, 1799, of the names specified respectively in paragraph 1(a)

and 1(b) of the present note.

II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE
PRESENT CASE

2. Registration of the present application: At the time of the

receipt of the application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka

the questions so involved were allotted the Registered Number
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Z.N.(S.)678. When later it was decided to deal separately with

the two problems involved in that application, a new Registered

Number (Z.N.(S.)834) was allotted to the portion which raised

an issue of principle on which it was decided to seek a Declaration,

the original Registered Number Z.N.(S.)678 being thereupon

restricted to the portion of the apphcation which was concerned

only with the names properly applicable to certain Asiatic

Woodpeckers.

3. Publication of the present application, Issue of Public Notices

and Response received : The application submitted by the Marquess
Hachisuka, with the second part only of which the present

Opinion is concerned, was pubUshed on 15th October 1952 in

Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature (Hachisuka, 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: 102—103).

In common with all the apphcations relating to ornithological

nomenclature published in the foregoing Part exceptional

measures were taken to bring the present apphcation prominently

before ornithologists in all parts of the world. The action so

taken ehcited a large number of communications giving general

support to the recommendations submitted in those applications.

Particulars of the action taken in this matter and of the response

received from ornithologists are given in paragraphs 9 and 10 of

Opinion 401 {Colymbusy. In paragraph 6 of Declaration 23^

particulars are given also of three communications received in

the Of&ce of the Commission specifically dealing with, and
intimating support for, the proposals submitted in the second

part of the foregoing application, i.e. the proposals dealt with in

the present Opinion.

* Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
* The Declaration here referred to has been published as Part 2 of the present
volume.
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III —THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

4. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)83: On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)83) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the addition to the Official Index of Rejected

and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology of the names specified in

Point (2) in paragraph 4 on page 103 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature [i.e. in the Point so numbered in

paragraph 4 of the appHcation reproduced in the first paragraph
of Declaration 23'* and in paragraph 3 of the summary of that

application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present

Opinion].

5. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

6. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)83: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)83 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J.C.); Hemming;
do Amaral; Jaczewski; Pearson; Hanko; Mertens;

Sylvester-Bradley; Cabrera; StoU;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

* See Footnote 3.
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7. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission,

acting as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)83, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 6 above and declaring that the proposal sub-

mitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and
that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

8. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

Simultaneously with the close of the Prescribed Voting Period on
Voting Paper V.P.(54)83 (the Voting Paper relating to the

apphcation dealt with in the present Opinion, i.e. the second

portion of the application submitted by the Marquess Hachisuka)

the corresponding Period closed also in respect of Voting Paper

V.P.(54)82, in which the Commission had been invited to adopt

a Declaration^ clarifying the provisions of Article 35 relating to

specific homonymy in the sense recommended by the Marquess
Hachisuka in the first portion of his application. The proposal

so adopted provided the necessary basis for the grant of approval

by the Commission to the proposals relating to individual names
dealt with in Voting Paper V.P.(54)83, the Voting Paper on which

the decision in the present Opinion is founded. On 30th

September 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the

present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate that the

terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those of the

proposal approved by the International Commission in its Vote

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)83.

9. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on the Official Index of Rejected

and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology by the Ruhng given in the

present Opinion:—
saghalinensis, Dryobates leucotos, Yamashina, 1931, Tori 7: 1

tianshanicus, Dendrocopus [sic] major, ButurUn, 1910, Orn. Mitt.

Mo5A:flM 1910(3): 200

^ The proposal here referred to was approved by the International Commission,
whose decision in this matter has since been embodied in Declaration 23^ (published
as Part 2 of the present volume).
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10. At the time of the submission of the present apphcation

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Ojficial List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

11. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of

all and every the powers conferred upon hun in that behalf.

13. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Two (402) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Thirtieth day of September, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING
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ADDITION TO THE "OFFICIAL LIST OF SPECIFIC

NAMES IN ZOOLOGY" OF THE NAMES OF TWO
SIBERIAN LARKS (CLASS AVES)

RULING:—(1) The under-mentioned specific names
are hereby placed on the Official List of Specific Names
in Zoology with the Name Nos. 701 and 702 respectively:

(a) yeltonensis Forster, 1767, as published in the
combination Alauda yeltonensis;

(h) leucoptera Pallas, 1811, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Alauda sibirica.

(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Names in Zoology with the Name No. 270: sibirica

Gmelin (J. F.), [1789], as published in the combination
Alauda sibirica (a junior secondary homonym in the

genus Melanocorypha Boie, 1828, of the name sibirica

Sparrman, 1786, as pubhshed in the combination Tanagra
sibirica).

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 21st May 1951, following correspondence with the Secretary,

Dr. James L, Peters (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard

College, Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) submitted the

following application to the Commission for a Ruling as to the

name properly applicable to a Siberian Lark, for which two

different names had been used in the literature, the question at

issue being whether the older of the two names concerned was a

junior secondary homonym of a name given to another Siberian

Lark:

—

mgi
19S6
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Proposed addition to the " Official List of Specific Trivial Names in

Zoology " of the trivial names of two Siberian birds

By JAMES L. PETERS
(Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge,

Mass., U.S.A.)

The present application to the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature is concerned with the question of the trivial

names properly applicable to two species of lark, each of which was
originally described from Siberian material. The names and relevant

synonyms of these species are as follows :

—

Species " A "

Alauda yeltonensis Forster, 1767, Phil. Trans. 57 (2): 350.

Tanagra siberica Sparrman, 1786, Mus. carlson. (1): No. xix (et fig.).

Species " B "

Alauda sibirica Gmelin, 1789, in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1 (2): 799.

Alauda leucoptera Pallas, 1811, Zoogr. rosso-asiat. 1: 518, pi. 33.

2. The two species are considered to be congeneric, both being
referred to the genus Melanocorypha Boie, 1828 {Isis (Oken) 1828: 322).

For many years the first of these species was known as Melanocorypha
yeltonensis (Forster) and the second as Melanocorypha sibirica (Gmelin).

About twenty years ago, however, Hartert & Steinbacher (1932, Vog.
pal. Fauna, Erganzungsband (1): 103) discarded the trivial name
sibirica Gmelin for specjes " B ", on the ground that it was a secondary
homonym of the trivial name siberica Sparrman, 1786, which, as

shown above, is a junior synonym of yeltonensis Forster, 1767, the

oldest available name for species " A ". These authors thereupon
applied the trivial name leucoptera Pallas, 1811, to species " B ".

Most recent authors have followed Hartert 8c Steinbacher in this

matter and have used the trivial name leucoptera Pallas for species
" B ".

3. Doubts have been expressed as to the correctness of the action
of these authors in rejecting the name sibirica Gmelin, having regard
to the fact that the spelling of this name is not identical with that of
the name {siberica Sparrman) for which it was rejected on the ground
of secondary homonymy. In this connection it was pointed out, in

particular, that the differences in spelling between these two names ar&
not among the differences which the third paragraph of Article 35
prescribes are to be ignored in determining whether any given pair of
trivial names are to be treated as being homonyms of one another.
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4. If the considerations set forth above alone were relevant to this

matter, the argument advanced above would be unanswerable, and
there could be no doubt that, under the Rules, the practice of the last

twenty years should be reversed and that species " B " should in future

be known by the trivial name sibirica (Gmelin).

5. The foregoing argument does not however cover the whole of
the field in a case of this kind, for it ignores the fact that, where we are

concerned with two trivial names, each based upon the name of the

same locahty and differing from one another only in some small respect

of spelling, the difference may be due to an error of orthography or of
transcription or to a printers' error and therefore that Article 19 may
apply to one of the names in question. In such a case the effect of
applying Article 19 may be to make the two names identical with one
another and thus to make them homonyms of one another. This
clearly was a possibility which it was necessary to examine, for although
I should not consider the present case of sufficient importance to justify

the use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers for the sake of
preserving the practice which has grown up since the publication of
the volume of Hartert & Steinbacher (1932), it is equally important to

avoid any action which would disturb that practice unless it was clear

that this was necessary under a strict application of the Rules.

6. At this stage therefore I consulted my colleague, Mr. Francis

Hemming, Secretary to the Commission, who has furnished to me the

following Report {in litt, 6th May 1951):

—

In approaching the question whether trivial names such as sibirica

and siberica should, or should not, be treated as homonyms of one
another, one cannot fail to be impressed by the fact that the late

Charles D. Sherborn, the most learned bibliographer of his time,

treated names spelt " siberica " as misspellings for " sibirica ",

listing both together under the latter spelling (1902), Index Anim.,

Pars prima : 900). Although in the present case there was a strong

presumption from the type localities of the two larks in question

that the trivial names applied to these species by Sparrman (1786)

and Gmelin (1789) respectively were each intended to indicate the

same locality and therefore that the difference in spelling between the

two names did not indicate a difference in meaning, being a matter

of orthography only, it seemed to me, on receiving your inquiry,

that the first step to be taken should be to investigate the question

of the meaning attaching to these words. I accordingly applied for

advice to Professor Charles Singer, Professor Emeritus of the History

of Science in the University of London, than whom, in my opinion,

no more authoritative adviser could be found on a question of this

kind. Professor Singer kindly undertook to consider this question

and in due course furnished the following report: "The correct

form of the adjective is undoubtedly ' sibir- ' not ' siber- '. Sibir

was the name of a Tabar fort on the Irtish which was captured by
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Cossacks in 1581. The name ' Sibiria ' was extended in the seven-

teenth century to the Muscovite dominions in the North-East.

Thus, ' sibirica ' is the proper adjective ".

In view of Professor Singer's Report, it is clear that there was at

no time any place named " Siber ", as contrasted with the Tabar
fort named " Sibir " and that, in view of the extension during the

seventeenth century of the meaning attaching to the word " Sibiria
"

(and thus, to the adjective " sibirica "), it must certainly be concluded
that, where (as here) two species occurring in the portion of the

Muscovite dominions known, in Enghsh, as " Siberia " are named
respectively " sibirica " and " siberica ", that difference in speUing is

not due to any difference in the origin or meaning of the two trivial

names in question but is attributable solely to differences in ortho-

graphy. In the present case, Professor Singer has shown conclusively

that the correct way of spelhng the adjective in question is " sibirica
"

and not " siberica ", thus endorsing the conclusion reached in this

matter by Sherborn nearly fifty years ago, a conclusion which, it

may be noted, no one in the intervening period has ever tried to

dispute.

The problem with which we are confronted here has therefore

nothing to do with the question whether these two larks have the

same word as their trivial name: it is quite clear that they have.

The question to be considered is whether the difference in speUing

adopted for these two names is a legitimate difference (in which
case the two names would not be homonyms of one another) or,

being due to error of spelling in the case of one of the names, is an
illegitimate difference and one which calls for action under Article 19.

In my view, the information furnished by Professor Singer, taken in

conjunction with the considerations advanced above, would make it

quite impossible to sustain an argument that there is a legitimate

difference between the correctly spelt adjective " sibirica " and the

incorrectly spelt adjective " siberica ". I conclude, therefore that,

under the Rules, it is necessary to emend the defectively spelt trivial

name " siberica " under Article 19, to " sibirica " before any
consideration is given to the question of the relative status, for the

purposes of the Law of Homonymy, of the trivial names pubhshed
respectively by Sparrman and Gmelin. Once the necessary emenda-
tion of Sparrman' s faultily spelt trivial name is made, we find that

the name so emended is identical with the name later published by
Gmelin.

It is evident therefore that Hartert & Steinbacker were perfectly

correct when in 1932 they rejected the trivial name sibirica Gmelin,
1789, as being, within the genus Melanocorypha Boie, a junior
secondary homonym of the trivial name sibirica (emend, of siberica)

Sparrman, 1787. A name once validly rejected in this way as a
junior secondary homonym cannot, as we know, ever again be used
for the species to which it was originally given. Accordingly, ever

since the publication in 1932 of Hartert's and Steinbacher's volume.
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the trivial name sibirica Gmelin has been a dead homonym, incapable

in any circumstances of being brought back to life again. Since,

as those authors pointed out—and as you confirm—the next name
to be given to the species to which in 1789 Gmelin gave the invalid

name Alauda sibirica was the name Alauda leucoptera Pallas, 1811,

it follows that the oldest available trivial name, and therefore the

valid trivial name for the species in question is leucoptera Pallas,

the name by which that species is currently known.

7. In the circumstances it is clear that it would not be in accordance
with the Rules to resuscitate the trivial name sibirica Gmelin for the

species which for the last twenty years has been known by the trivial

name leucoptera Pallas. Now that the position in this matter is clearly

established, it is desirable that, in order to prevent any subsequent
argument on the subject, the oldest available trivial names for each
of these larks should be placed on the Ojficial List, the invalid trivial

name sibirica Gmelin being at the same time placed on the Official

Index. I accordingly ask the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature :

—

(1) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:—
(a) yeltonensis Forster, 1767, as published in the combination

Alauda yeltonensis;

(b) leucoptera Pallas, 1811, as published in the combination
Alauda leucoptera;

(2) to place trivial name sibirica Gmelin, 1789, as pubhshed in the

combination Alauda sibirica (the trivial name of a rejected

junior secondary homonym in the genus Melanocorypha Boie,

1828) on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Trivial Names in Zoology.

XL—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application: Upon the present

case being first brought to the notice of the Office of the

Commission by the late Dr. Peters the question of the specific

name properly applicable to the Siberian Lark concerned was
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S). 496.
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3. Publication of the present application: The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 13th May 1952 and was pubUshed

on 15th October of the same year in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Peters, 1952, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 9: 77—79).

4. Issue of Public Notices: In view of the fact that the applica-

tions pubHshed in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature constituted the first move to promote

stability in ornithological nomenclature taken by the Commission
for many years it was decided to take exceptional measures for

bringing these applications before ornithologists in all parts of

the world. First, Pubhc Notice was given to applications not

involving the use of the Plenary Powers equally with those which

did involve the use of those Powers. Second, this PubUc Notice

was not only given in the normal prescribed manner, but in

addition was given to fourteen serial pubUcations or institutions

specially concerned with ornithology. The names of the serials

and institutions in question have been given in the Opinion

{Opinion 401) relating to the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus',

the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the first of the

series of applications submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments received: The issue of the Pubhc Notices specified

above ehcited thirty-seven comments of a general character

relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature published in

Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen-
clature. These comments came from ornithological institutions,

groups of ornithologists and individual specialists. Of these

comments, the authors of thirty-six gave general support to the

applications published in the foregoing Triple-Part. The single

remaining comment was from a specialist who was opposed to

any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers. The communica-
tions so received have been reproduced in the Appendix annexed

to Opinion 401 {Colymbusf, those supporting the applications

referred to above being given in Part 1, the single comment in

opposition to the above applications being given in Part 2. Only

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
" See Footnote 1.
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one comment directly relating to the present application was
received. This was from a specialist who supported the action

proposed by Dr. Peters. This communication is reproduced in

the immediately following paragraph. No objection was received

from any source.

6. Support received from Colonel Richard Meinertzliagen

(London): On 5th December 1952 Colonel Richard Meinertz-

hagen {London) addressed a letter to the Commission intimating

his support for certain of the apphcations relating to ornitho-

logical nomenclature then recently published in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. As regards

the present application Colonel Meinertzhagen wrote as follows :

—

I wish to register my whole-hearted agreement with recommendation
No. 123 (Siberian Larks) . . .

IIL—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)79: On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)79) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the names for two Siberian birds, as set out

in Points (1) and (2) in paragraph 7 at the foot of page 79 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature " [i.e., in the

Points numbered as above in paragraph 7 of the appUcation

reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion].

8. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

^ The number here cited by Colonel Meinertzhagen is the number under which the

present application appeared in the list of cases published in Triple-Part 1/3 of
volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature which was printed on the

coloured wrapper (cover) in which the above Part was published.
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9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)79: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)79 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received)

:

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J. C); Hemming;
do Amaral; Jaczewski; Pearson, Hanko; Mertens;

Sylvester-Bradley; Cabrera; StoU;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

10. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission,

acting as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)79, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

On 30th September 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruhng
given in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a

Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord

with those of the proposal approved by the International

Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)79.

12. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

leucoptera, Alauda, Pallas, 1811, Zoogr. rosso-asiat. 1: 518, pi. 33

sibirica, Alauda, Gmelin (J. F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2): 799

yeltonensis, Alauda, Forster, 1767, Phil. Trans. 57 (2): 350
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13. At the time of the submission of the present appHcation

the name apphcable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in

the titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology.have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

14. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accord-

ingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to

the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in

virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.4

15. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Three (403) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Thirtieth day of September, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Subsequent to the adoption of the present Opinion the International Com-
mission on Zoological Nomenclature decided to incorporate in a Declaration

then in preparation a Ruling formally embodj'ing the question of principle

implicitly settled in the present Opinion, namely that, where in any given genus
there are two taxa, the one bearing as its specific name or as a subspecific

name a name consisting of the word " sibiriciis " and the other a name con-
sisting of the word " sibericus ", the two names are to be treated as homonyms
of one another in like manner as though they were identical with one another
in spelling. On 22nd February 1956 the decision so taken was formally
embodied in Declaration 23. For convenience of reference the publication

of this Declaration has been expedited in order that it may be included in the

present volume and thus form part of the same volume as that which will

contain the two Opinions on individual pairs of names, the status of which is

now formally governed by the Ruling given in it (Opinions 402 and 403).
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF
" PYRRHOCORAX " [TUNSTALL], 1771, AS THE
GENERIC NAME FOR THE CHOUGH (CLASS AVES)

RULING:—(1) The following action is hereby taken
under the Plenary Powers :

—

(a) The generic name Coracia Brisson, 1760, is hereby
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy

;

(b) The generic name Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760, is

hereby suppressed for the purposes of both the
Law of Priority and the Law of Homonymy.

(c) The generic name Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, is

hereby validated \

(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 994 and 995 respectively:

—

(a) Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (gender: masculine) (type

species, by selection by Selby ([1825]): Coracias
garrulus LinnsiQus, 1758);

(h) Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, as validated under
the Plenary Powers under (l)(c) above (gender:

masculine) (type species, by monotypy: Upupa
pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758).

(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 703 and 704 respectively :

—

(a) garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the

combination Coracias garrulus (specific name of

type species of Coracias Linnaeus, 1758);

^ A Ruling by the International Commission on the status of the anonymous
work in which the name Pyrrhocorax was published by Tunstall in 1771, has
been given in Direction 38 (shortly to be published in Section D of volume 1

of the present series).

AUG J. 1956
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(b) pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the

combination Upupa pyrrhocorax (specific name
of type species of Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771).

(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby
placed on the Ojficial Index of Rejected and Invalid

Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. severally

specified below :

—

(a) Coracia Brisson, 1760, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(a) above (Name No.
427);

(b) Coracia Hiibner, [1819] (a junior homonym of
Coracia Brisson, 1760) (Name No. 428);

(c) Coracia Morch, 1865 (a junior homonym of
Coracia Brisson, 1760) (Name No. 429):

(d) Coracias Herrmannsen, 1847 (a junior homonym
of Coracias Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 430);

(e) Galgulus Brisson, 1760 (a junior objective synonym
of Coracias Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 431);

(f) Galgulus Latreille, [1802-1803] (a junior homonym
of Galgulus Brisson, 1760) (Name No. 432);

(g) Galgulus Wagler, 1827 (a junior homonym of
Galgulus Brisson, 1760) (Name No. 433);

(h) Galgulus Kittlitz, 1832 (a junior homonym of
Galgulus Brisson, 1760) (Name No. 434);

(i) Pyrrhocorax Nozeman & Vosmaer, 1758 (invalid,

because pubhshed in a work rejected for nomen-
clatorial purposes) (Name No. 435);

(j) Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (l)(b) above (Name No.
436);

(k) Pyrrhocorax Vieillot, 1816 (a junior homonym of
Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771) (Name No. 437).
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I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950 an application for the validation under

the Plenary Powers of Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, as the generic

name for the Chough (Class Aves) was submitted to the Com-
mission by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature established by the Tenth International Ornithological

Congress, Uppsala, 1950. This apphcation, with the covering

letter from Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the

Committee was as follows :

—

Proposed validation under the Plenary Powers of the generic name
"Pyrrhocorax" [Tunstall], 1771 (Class Aves) for the Chough

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, dated 19th October, 1950, with enclosures,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing
Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the Inter-

national Ornithological Congress

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature, I beg to forward to you the following recommendation
for favour of decision by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

ENCLOSURE 1

Proposed validation under the Plenary Powers of the generic

name " Pyrrhocorax " [Tunstall], 1771

Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, Orn. Brit.: 2. Type species of genus by
monotypy: Upupa pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10)

1: 188.

Coracia Brisson, 1760, Orn. 2: 3 (with same type species).

The name Pyrrhocorax has been used for over one hundred years.

Sharpe (1877, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 3: 146) rejects Coracia owing to

its similarity with Coracias Linnaeus. It has since been rejected by
many authors as being a faulty transliteration of Coracias.
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The B.O.U. List Committee (1947 Ibis 1947: 354) adopted the name
Coracia Brisson as the correct name of the genus Pyrrhocorax Tunstall.

This change can only lead to confusion.

It is hoped that Pyrrhocorax Tunstall, 1771 (type species: Upupa
pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758) be made a nomen conservandum and that

Coracia Brisson be suppressed.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN : Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T, ZIMMER: The American Museum of Natural History, New
York.

ENCLOSURE 2

Note, dated 25th September, 1950, by Professor J. Berlioz

(Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris)

As concerning Coracia, the question seems to me much more difficult

[than the questions relating to the trivial name of the Song Thrush
and the proposed emendation of certain other trivial names dealt with

respectively in Applications Z.N.(S.)493 and Z.N.(S.)491, submitted

by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature]. Of
course, I myself hate the unnecessary changes in nomenclature. But
I believe that the use of the name Coracias for the Rollers v^as adopted
at the time when all Brisson's names were rejected. Since the generic

names given by Brisson were considered as valid by a Zoological

Congress, it seems that they must antedate Linne's names given in

1766. So (most unfortunately, I agree) Coracia would have priority

for the Choughs and Galgulus for the Rollers. Even Coracias cannot
be accepted for the latter, as it is clearly stated by Brisson that the

Latin Coracia is the same as the French " Coracias ", and Galgulus is

perfectly valid for the Rollers.

2. Supplementary Note submitted by the Secretary to the

Commission: On 13th September 1952 Mr. Hemming, as

Secretary to the Commission, submitted a note, prepared in

agreement v^ith Colonel Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature, in which

he drew attention to the bearing on the present case of the decision

taken by the International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948, in

regard to the meaning to be attached to the expression
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" nomenclature binaire " as used in Article 25 of the Regies. In

this section of his note Mr. Hemming observed that the effect of

the foregoing decision would have been, inter alia, to invalidate

the generic names published in 1760 in Brisson's Ornithologie, if

it had not been for the fact that simultaneously with the foregoing

decision and as part of the general settlement then reached the

Commission used its Plenary Powers to validate the above work.

The decision so taken has since been embodied in the Commis-
sion's Direction 16 (1955, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl.

1(C): 81—88). The remaining portion of Mr. Hemming's Note
was concerned with certain miscellaneous points requiring

attention in connection with the present case in addition to those

set out in the application submitted by the Standing Committee
on Ornithological Nomenclature. Mr, Hemming's Note, ex-

clusive of the introductory portion summarised above, was as

follows :

—

On the application relating to the generic names " Pyrrhocorax
[Tunstall], 1771, and " Coracia " Brisson, 1760 (Class Aves),

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclatm"e of the International Ornithological Congress

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

1. The purpose of the present note is twofold: (1) to clear away
certain misapprehensions which from the second of the two enclosures

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature
appear to exist regarding the action taken by the International Congress
of Zoology and by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature in regard to the status of generic names published in

Brisson (M. J.), 1760, Ornithologie ; (2) to indicate the action which
under the established procedure would be necessary in the event of the

approval by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature of the recommendations in regard to the generic names
Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, and Coracia Brisson, 1760, submitted to

it by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

(a) Action taken by the International Congress of Zoology and

by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

in regard to the status of generic names in Brisson, 1760,
" Ornithologie "
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(b) Need for the decision on the application received from the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature in regard

to the names " Pyrrhocorax " [Tunstall], 1771, and " Coracia "

Brisson, 1760, to cover all aspects of the problem involved

7. Two decisions taken in Paris in 1948 on questions of procedure
affect the form and scope of the decision to be taken by the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature on the application

received from the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature in regard to the naraQs Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, and Coracia

Brisson, 1760. The first of these decisions, a decision taken by the

International Commission itself, is that, contrary to the practice

adopted in the case of certain of its earlier Opinions, the decision to be
taken in any given case is in future to cover all the points involved in

the problem in question and not be confined to certain aspects of that

problem of special interest to the applicant from whom the case had
been received (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 355). The second of

the decisions referred to above was that by which the Thirteenth

International Congress of Zoology laid upon the International

Commission the duty of placing upon the Official List ofGeneric Names
in Zoology (or, as the case may be, the corresponding Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names) the name of any genus, on which
a ruling is given by the Commission, and upon the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology (or, as the case may be, the cor-

responding Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Specific Trivial Names)
any trivial name in respect of which a decision may be given by the

Commission (including the trivial names of the type species of genera,

the names of which are placed on the Official List of Generic Names,
except where any such trivial name is not the oldest available such

name for the species in question) (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:

267—271, 334).

8. Under the decisions referred to above, the decision to be taken
on the present application will need to deal with the following

matters :

—

(1) Since the application involves the question of the status of the

name Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 107) as the

generic name for the Rollers in relation to the name of the

objectively identical nominal genus Galgulus Brisson, 1760
{Ornithologie 1: 30; 2: 64) (see Enclosure 2 to application

submitted), it will be necessary for this subject to be dealt

with in the Opinion rendered on this application. Since
Galgulus Brisson, 1760, is an objective junior synonym of
Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (type species, by subsequent selection

by Selby, [1825] (///. brit. Orn. 1 (Landbirds): xxvii): Coracias
garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 107), no
difiiculty of any kind arises, all that is necessary being (a) that

the generic name Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (type species as
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above) should be placed on the Ojficial List of Generic Names
in Zoology, (b) that the name Galgulus Brisson, 1760, should
be placed on the corresponding Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Generic Names, and (c) that the trivial name garrulus

Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binominal combination
Coracias garrulus, should be placed on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names.

(2) If the International Commission decides to grant the principal

part of the request addressed to it and therefore to suppress
the name Coracia Brisson, 1760 (Ornithologie 1: 30; 2:3)
under its Plenary Powers, thereby validating the name
Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771 {Orn. Brit.: 2) (type species, by
monotypy: Upupa pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 10) 1: 1 18), the first of these names will need to be placed

on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names,
the second, on the Official List of Generic Names. If, however,
the Commission were to reject the present application, the

name Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, would need to be placed
on the Official Index and Coracia Brisson, 1760, on the Official

List. In either case, the trivial name pyrrhocorax Linnaeus,

1758, as published in the combination Upupa pyrrhocorax,
wdll need to be placed on the Official List of Specific Trivial

Names in Zoology.

(3)-Next, it must be noted that in (for example) Neave's Nomenclator
zoologicus there is noted a generic name Pyrrhocorax Moehring,
17 5d> (Geslach. Vogel. (Nozem. & Vosm. ed.): 1, 15), which,

if an available name, would invalidate the name Pyrrhocorax
[Tunstall], \11\, which would then become a junior homonym.
Fortunately, however, in this case also, no difficulty arises,

since at its Session held in Paris in 1948 the Commission gave
a ruling (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 566—568) that the

Geslachten der Vogelen (the translation into Dutch of the

pre- 1758 work published by Moehring in 1752 under the title

Avium Genera) is not available under the Regies, Nozeman
and Vosmaer not having (as required by Opinion 5) reinforced

the names in this book by adoption or acceptance.^ According-
ly, all that will be necessary in this connection will be that the

invalid name Pyrrhocorax Moehring, 1758, should be placed

on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names.

(4) It must be noted also that, in addition to the name Pyrrhocorax

Nozeman & Vosmaer, 1758, discussed above, there is also a

name Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760 {Ornithologie 2: 30—31), of

which due account must be taken. In considering this name
two points must be noted : (a) that within any given assemblage

of species treated by him as constituting a " genus ", Brisson

The Commission's decision in regard to the status of the above work has since

been embodied in Opinion 241 (1954, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl.

5(2) : 13—22).
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did not regard himself as in any way bound to cite all the

included species under the name of the genus so accepted and
indeed very frequently cited the included species under two or

more generic (or subgeneric) names, (b) where a species had
by previous (pre- 1758) authors been known by a univerbal

specific name and where Brisson adopted for the genus (or the

sub-genus) concerned the same word as that by which the

species in question had previously been known, Brisson, though

a " binary " (but not binominal) author, himself cited the

species under a scientific name consisting of the single word
which thus denoted both the group (? subgenus) to which
Brisson considered the species to belong and also the species

itself. In the case with which we are here concerned, namely
Brisson's " Genus XIV ", the genus Corvus, Brisson included

ten species but of these he cited only one under the name
" Corvus " (here used to denote tautonymy in the manner
explained above), the other nine species being cited under the

names Comix (4 species), Pyrrhocorax (1 species), Monedula
(4 species). The species to which Brisson applied the generic

(or subgeneric) name Pyrrhocorax is, according to the synonymy
given by Brisson, the " Pyrrhocorax " of Gesner and of

Aldrovandus. This species, called by Brisson in French " Le
Choucas des Alpes ", was stated by him to be somewhat larger

than the " Choucas ordinaire " (the jackdaw) and was figured

by him as fig. 2 on plate 1 of volume 2 of the Ornithologie.

Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen, who, at my request, has

kindly examined Brisson's description and figure, has informed
me {in lift., 13th September 1952) that this bird of Brisson's is

the Alpine Chough. If no action were now taken in connection

with the name Pyrrhocorax Brisson, the suppression (as

proposed by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature) of the name Coracia Brisson, 1760, would not
(as is the purpose of the proposed suppression of this name)
validate Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, for the Chough, for that

name, though no longer a junior objective synonym of Coracia

Brisson, would still be an invalid name, as it would remain a

junior homonym of Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760. Accordingly,

in order to secure the object sought by the Standing Committee,
it would be necessary for the Commission to use its Plenary

Powers not only to suppress Coracia Brisson, 1760, but also to

suppress the name Pyrrhocorax Brisson.

(5) The rule that junior homonyms or junior objective synonyms,
when encountered, should be placed on the appropriate Official

Index will mean that the following names should now be placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names:
(1) Coracias Herrmannsen, 1847, Ind. Gen. Malac. 1: 303;

(2) Galgulus Latreille, [1802-1803], {in Sonnini's Buffon), Hist,

nat. gen. partic. Crust. Ins. 3: 252; (3) Galgulus Wagler, 1827,
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Syst. Avium 1: sign. 21 (15); (4) Galgulus Kittlitz, 1832,

Kupfertaf. Nat. Vogel (1): 7; (5) Pyrrhocorax Vieillot, 1816,

Analyse: 36.

(6) Finally, it must be recalled that the Thirteenth International

Congress of Zoology inserted in the provisions relating to the

use by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature of the Plenary Powers conferred upon it (now to be
incorporated into the Regies) an instruction that, where those

Powers were used to suppress a name for the purpose of

validating a name of later date, the suppression so made should

be limited to the status of the name in question in relation to

the Law of Priority and should not affect its status in relation

to the Law of Homonymy (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4:

339). Under this decision (the purpose of which was to

prevent the suppression of a name for the foregoing limited

purpose from having the unintended effect of validating some
homonym of later date that had previously been rejected or of

making it possible to publish for some other taxonomic unit,

as a valid name, a name consisting of the same word as that of

the name suppressed), the suppression of the name Coracta
Brisson, 1760, if decided upon by the International Com-
mission, will necessarily be confined to its status in relation to

the Law of Priority, its position in relation to the Law of

Homonymy remaining unaffected. Thus, the name Coracia

Hiibner, [1819] (Ferz. bekannt. Schmett. (11): 168) will remain
an invalid junior homonym of Coracia Brisson, 1760, and
should accordingly be placed on the Official Index of Rejected

and Invalid Generic Names, together with the later (inadver-

tently published) name Coracia Morch, 1865 (/. Conchyliol

.

13: 385).

8. Having now examined the various subsidiary matters on which
action will, under the rules of procedure, be required as part of the

decision to be taken on the application regarding the names Pyrrhocorax

and Coracia submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature of the International Ornithological Congress, I sum-
marise as follows, in agreement with Colonel Meinertzhagen, the form
and scope of the decision required in the event of the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature deciding to approve the

application so submitted. In that event, it would be necessary for the

International Commission :

—

(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress:

—

(a) the name Coracia Brisson, 1760, for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of

Homonymy

;

(b) the name Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760, for the purposes of

both the Law of Priority and the Law of Homonymy;
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(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List

of Generic Names in Zoology:—
(a) Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (type species, by selection by

Selby, ([1825]): Coracias garruluslAxmdiQns, \15?>);

(h) Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771 (type species, by monotypy:
Upupa pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758);

(3) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:—
(a) garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination

Coracias garrulus (trivial name of type species of Coracias

Linnaeus, 1758)

{b) pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combina-
tion Upupa pyrrhocorax (trivial name of type species of
Pyrrhocorax [I\xnsX2i)\\, 1771);

(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index

of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology:—
(a) Coracia Brisson, 1760 (as proposed, under (1) (a) above, to

be suppressed under the Plenary Powers for the purposes
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of

Homonymy)

(b) Coracia Hiibner, [1819] (a junior homonym of Coracia

Brisson, 1760)

(c) Coracia Morch, 1865 (a junior homonym of Coracia

Brisson, 1760)

(d) Coracias Herrmannsen, 1847 (a junior homonym of
Coracias Linnaeus 1758)

(e) Galgulus Brisson, 1760 (a junior objective synonym of
Coracias Linnaeus, 1758)

(f) Galgulus Latreille, [1802-1803] (a junior homonym of
Galgulus Brisson, 1760)

(g) Galgulus Wagler, 1827 (a junior homonym of Galgulus

Brisson, 1760)

(h) Galgulus Kittlitz, 1832 (a junior homonym of Galgulus

Brisson, 1760)

(i) Pyrrhocorax Nozeman & Vosmaer, {in Moehring), 1758 (a

name published in a book declared by the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to possess no
status in zoological nomenclature)

(j) Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760 (as proposed, under (1) (b)

above, to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers

;

(y:) Pyrrhocorax Vieillot, 1816 (a junior homonym of
Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771).
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9. Having thus summarised the action required in the event of the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature deciding to

grant the application submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature, it is necessary to consider also the

action which would be required if the Commission were to take a
decision in the opposite sense. This may be summarised as follows

by reference to the four main Points enumerated in the immediately
preceding paragraph :

—

(i) Point (1) in paragraph 8 would need to be replaced by a new
sentence placing on record the refusal of the International

Commission to 1760, to use its Plenary Powers to suppress
the generic name Coracia Brisson,

(ii) Under Point (2) the name Coracia Brisson, 1760, would be
placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology in

place of Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771. The name Coracias

Linnaeus, 1758, would stiU need to be placed on the Official

List, for it is not a homonym of Coracia Brisson, 1760 (see

1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 161— 162, where are set out the

criteria adopted by the International Congress of Zoology
for determining whether any given pair of generic names are

homonyms of one another).^

(iii) No change would need to be made in Point (3), except that it

would be necessary to amend the note to the entry relating to

the trivial name pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, by substituting

therein the name Coracia Brisson, 1760, for the name
Pyrrhocorax \T\xas\.Si\\], 1771.

(iv) In Point (4) the only changes needed would be the deletion of
the name Coracia Brisson, 1760 (sub-point (a) ) and the

insertion between the existing subpoints (h) and (i) of a new
point reading: ''Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771 (a junior

objective synonym of Coracia Brisson, 1760) ".

XL—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

3. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt of

Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter of 19th October 1950, the question

of the validation under the Plenary Powers of the generic name
Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall] was allotted the Registered Number
Z.N.(S.)492.

^ The criteria for determining whether any pair of generic names should be
treated as homonyms of one another have since been revised by the Fourteenth
International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953 (1953, Copenhagen
Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 78, Decision 152). The argument in the above
passage is not, however, affected by the changes introduced at Copenhagen,
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4. Publication of the present application: The present application

and Mr. Hemming' s Supplementary Note were sent to the

printer on 30th January 1952 and were published in the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature on 15th October of that year

(Meinertzhagen (Application by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature), 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9:

53—54; Hemming (Supplementary Note), 1952, ibid. 9: 54

—

61).

5. Issue of PubUc Notices: Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was pubhshed), (b) to, the other prescribed serial

publications and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)*, relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

6. Comments of a general character: The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from orni-

thological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a

specialist who was opposed to any use of the Commission's
Plenary Powers. The communications so received have been

reproduced in the Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbus)^,

* Opinion 401 was published as Part 1 in the present volume,
* See Footnote 4,



OPINION 404 101

those supporting the applications referred to above being given

in Part 1, the single comment in opposition to the above applica-

tions being given in Part 2.

7. Comments directly related to the present application:

Particular support for the present application was received from
the following specialists and group of specialists : (a) Dr. A. C. V.

van Bemmel {formerly Curator of Birds, Bird Department,

Zoological Museum, Bogor, Indonesia)
;

(b) a joint communication
from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and
five other United States specialists. Objection to the present

application was received from: (i) M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des

Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises);

(ii) Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum {Natural History),

London) on his own behalf and on that of five other British

ornithologists. The communications so received are reproduced

in the immediately following paragraphs.

8. Support received from Dr. A. C. V. van Bemmel (formerly

Curator, Bird Department, Zoological Museum, Bogor, Indonesia):

On 23rd November 1952 Dr. A. V. V. van Bemmel {Honorary

Assistant, Zoologisch Museum, Amsterdam and formerly Curator,

Bird Department, Zoological Museum, Bogor, Indonesia) addressed

a letter to the Commission intimating his support for the present

and certain other applications relating to ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. The following is an extract of the

relevant portion of Dr. van Bemmel' s letter:

—

Concerning the notes published in Bull. Zool. Nomenclature, Vol. 9,

pt. 1/3, pp. 1— 106, 1 should like to inform you as follows:

—

I should like to ask the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers as is recommended ... on
pp. 60-61 {Pyrrhocorax) . . .

9. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and five other

United States ornithologists: On 18th March 1953 Dr. Josselyn

Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-

mentioned specialists addressed a letter to the Commission in

support of the present application : (a) Robert W. Storer {Museum

ofZoology, University ofMichigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.);



102 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.); (c) Olin

Sewall Pettingill, Jr. Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.); (d) Frank

A. Pitelka (Berkeley, California, U.S.A.); (e) John Davis (Los

Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so received was as

follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of

proposal No. 7 (concerning Pyrrhocorax Tunstall) published on
page 3® of vol. 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. We hope
that your Commission will take favorable action on it.

10. Objection received from M. Noel Mayaud (Faciilte des

Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises):

On 17th March 1953 M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de

Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises) addressed a

letter to the Commission enclosing a number of notes on
proposals relating to ornithological nomenclature published in

Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature. Among these was the following note in which

M. Mayaud indicated his objection to the present application:

—

Maintien de Coracta Brisson, 1760, nom de genre

anterieur a Pyrrhocorax Tunstall, 1771; Coracia doit etre

respecte comme les autres noms de genres de Brisson. Si

Pyrrhocorax a ete en usage durant de nombreuses annees,

Coracia I'a ete anterieurement. Enfin une entorse a la loi

de priorite ne se justifierait pas plus par I'usage, puisque

les ouvrages recents d'avifaunistique se servent de I'appeUa-

tion Coracia: Oiseaux de la Faune beige. Supplement de
Ch. Dupond, 1950. Les passereaux, de Geroudet, 1951.

Check-list of the Birds of Great Britain and Ireland, 1952;

Liste des Oiseaux de France (a paraitre au printemps de

1953).

Je rappeUe que Coracia n'est pas un lapsus de Brisson

pour Coracias: la reference originale qu'il donne du nom
est celle de Jonston 1657 qui orthographia Coracia (Ibis,

1948, p. 340). Et dans la seconde edition de 1' " Omi-
thologia " de Brisson, Lugduni Batavorum, 1763, T.l,

p. 155, la meme orthographe est donnee.

Ce serait faire oeuvre de partisan de ne pas respecter ce

nom de genre de Brisson.

® The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application appeared as

proposal No. 7 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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11. Objection received from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) and five other British

ornithologists: On 2nd April 1953 Captain C. H. B. Grant
{British Museum {Natural History), London) addressed a letter to

the Commission, covering a statement signed by himself and five

other British ornithologists objecting to the action proposed in

the present case. The five other signatories w^ere: (a) Dr. J. M.
Harrison {Sevenoaks, Kent); (b) Colonel O. E. Wynne {Fording-

bridge, Hants.)
;

(c) Mr. R. Wagstaffe {City of Liverpool Public

Museums, Liverpool); (d) Lieutenant-Commander C. P. Staples

{Ickenham, Middlesex); (e) Mrs. R. P. Hall {London). The
statement so communicated v^as as follows:

—

" Coracia " Brisson, 1760: Type species " Upupa pyrrhocorax "

Linnaeus, 1758
Nomina conservanda have been unacceptable in ornithology from

the days of Hartert and W. L. Sclater, In the B.O.U. List Brit. Bds.,

p.x. 1915, the authors gave nine specific and four generic nomina
conservanda, but state that uniformity " can only be attained by
keeping to the strict law of priority ". These nine specific nomina
conservanda have been replaced by earlier valid names in the 1923 list,

since when nomina conservanda have been completely discarded for

the reason that a nomen conservandum is a synonym, arbitrarily

adopted, despite an earlier valid name being available.

No such term is to be found in the A.O.U. Code 1886-1908, and at

the Meeting of the A.O.U. Check List Committee in Montreal in

October 1951, it was stated that there was no intention to adopt any
such procedure as nomina conservanda. It is noted that Dr. Zimmer
is also of this opinion (see Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: pp. 34 & 43, 1952).

W. L. Sclater, Hartert, Mathews, Bates, Whistler, Tucker, C. B.

Ticehurst, Roberts, Glegg and Low did not accept nomina conservanda.

Neither have the authors of the 1952 B.O.U. Check List, Bds. Gt. Brit.

& Ireland. If a nomen conservandum is adopted a departure has been
made from the established date of 1st January 1758.

Coracia Brisson, 1, p. 30, 1760: type species Upupa Pyrrhocorax

Linnaeus. All or none of Brisson's genera can be accepted, there is

no sound argument for rejecting one and adopting another. Para 9(ii)

on page 61 of 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9, in favour of retaining the

genus Coracia should be adopted for the above reason and because it is

quite clearly based on the Red-biUed Chough of Europe.

The Willughby Society reprints of rare works, Giebel's Thes. Orn.,

Sherborn's Ind. Anim., Neave's Genera, the Zool. Record, and other

such works were carried out to bring published names to the notice of

the public, so that the worker can adopt the first valid name after

1st January 1758 and ensure the avoidance of homonyms. If valid

names are ignored, as the I.C.Z.N, now proposes, then the valuable

work done by the above is nullified.
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III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

12. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)69: On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)69) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the generic name for the Chough and matters

connected therewith, as set out in Points (1) to (4) in paragraph 8

on pages 60 and 61 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature " [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in para-

graph 8 of the Supplementary Note reproduced in paragraph 2

of the present Opinion].

13. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954,

14. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)69: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)69 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J. C); Hemming;
do Amaral; Pearson; Hanko; Mertens; Sylvester-

Bradley; Cabrera; Stoll; Jaczewski;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

15. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper
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V.P.(54)69, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 14 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the Inter-

national Commission in the matter aforesaid.

16. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

On 3rd October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)69.

17. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion:—

Coracia Brisson, 1760, Ornithologie 2: 3

Coracia Hiibner, [1819], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (11): 168

Coracia Morch, 1865, /. Conchyliol. 13: 385

Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 107

Coracias Herrmannsen, 1847, Ind. Gen. Malac. 1: 303

Galgulus Brisson, 1760, Ornithologie 2: 69—85

Galgulus Latreille, [1802—1803], in Sonnini's Buffon, Hist. nat.

gen. partic. Crust. Ins. 3: 252

Galgulus Wagler, 1827, Syst. Avium 1: sign. 21(15)

Galgulus Kittlitz, 1832, Kupfertaf. Nat. Vogel (1): 7

garrulus, Coracias, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 107

Pyrrhocorax Nozeman & Vosmaer, 1758 {in Moehring) Geslach.

Vogel: 1, 15

Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760, Ornithologie 2: 30—31

Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771, Orn. Brit.: 2

Pyrrhocorax Vieillot, 1816, Analyse: 36

pyrrhocorax, Upupa, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 118

18. The following is the reference for the selection of a type

species for the genus Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, specified in the

Ruling given in the present Opinion: Selby, [1825], ///. brit. Orn. 1.

(Landbirds): xxvii.
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19. Family-Group-Name Aspects: The present application was
submitted before under a Directive issued by the International

Congress of Zoology it became the duty of the Commission,
when placing a generic name on the Official List, to ascertain

whether that name had ever been taken as the base for the name
of a taxon of the family-group. It has since been ascertained

that such a name is involved in the present case. This matter

is now being investigated on Commission File Z.N.(G.) 127.

20. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

21. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accord-

ingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

22. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four

Hundred and Four (404) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Third day of October, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London EC 2
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USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS TO SECURE THAT THE
SPECIFIC NAME " PHDLOMELOS " BREHM, 1831, AS
PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION " TURDUS
PHILOMELOS " SHALL BE THE OLDEST AVAIL-
ABLE SPECIFIC NAME FOR THE SONG THRUSH

(CLASS AVES)

RULING:—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific

name ericetorum Turton, 1807, as pubhshed in the

combination Turdus ericetorum, is hereby suppressed
under the Plenary Powers for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name No. 705: philomelos Brehm, 1831, as

pubhshed in the combination Turdus philomelos.

(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 271:

ericetorum Turton, 1807, as published in the combination
Turdus ericetorum, as suppressed under the Plenary
Powers under (1) above.

L—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950 the following application relating to the

specific name to be used for the Song Thrush was submitted to

the Commission by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature established by the Tenth International Ornitho-

logical Congress, Uppsala, 1950, under cover of a letter from

Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the Committee:

AUG I 19SS
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Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the trivial name
" philomelos " Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination

" Turdus philomelos ", as the trivial name of the Song Thrush

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter dated 19th October, 1950, with enclosure, from
Colonel R, Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing Com- •

mittee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the International

Ornithological Congress

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature, I beg to forward to you the following recommendation
for favour of decision by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

ENCLOSURE
" Turdus philomelos " versus " Turdus ericetorum "

Turdus philomelos Brehm, 1831 {Handb. Naturg. Vog. DeutschL:

322) (" Germany ") is the name which has been used for about forty-

five years for the Song Thrush.

Turdus ericetorum Turton, 1807 {Brit. Faun. 1: 35) ("England"),
founded on plate 63 of Lewin's British Birds (2: 68) published in 1796,

was adopted without explanation in 1934 {Ibis 76: 635) for the Song
Thrush by the Nomenclature Committee of the British Ornithologists'

Union, as it antedates Turdus philomelos Brehm, 1831.

In 1924 {Ibis 66: 158) the British Committee had rejected Turton's
name, as Lewin's figure is not definitely assignable to the Song Thrush
and possibly represents an American Thrush. This doubt still

remains, especially as Lewin states that his bird- is perfectly distinguish-

able from the Song Thrush, with which he was well acquainted. Lewin
also states that his bird " has a short black mark passing through the
eye ", which is not a character of the Song Thrush.

It is therefore hoped that Turdus ericetorum Turton be rejected, in

favour of an old-established name Turdus philomelos Brehm, as
indeterminable.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN: Chairman of the Standing Committee.
J. BERLIOZ: Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris.
E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER: The American Museum of Natural History, New
York.
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2. Supplementary Note submitted by the Secretary to the

Commission: On 24th March 1951 Mr. Hemming, as Secretary

to the Commission, submitted the following note on certain

p|-ocedural aspects of the present case which he had prepared in

consultation with Colonel Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature:

—

On the proposed use of the Plenary Powers to secure that the trivial

name " philomelos " Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination
" Turdus philomelos ", shall be oldest available for the Song

Thrush

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

1. The application submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature of the International Ornithological

Congress is concerned to secure that the trivial name philomelos Brehm,
1831, as pubHshed in the combination Turdus philomelos, shall become
the undisputed oldest available trivial name for the Song Thrush. For
this purpose it will be necessary to remove the competition of the older

trivial name ericetorum Turton, 1807, as published in the combination
Turdus ericetorum, a name which by some specialists has been identified

as a senior subjective synonym of the trivial name philomelos Brehm,
but by others is regarded as a nomen dubium.

2. Prior to the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology held

in Paris in 1948, the provisions in the Regies relating to the method to

be followed in determining the identity of the taxonomic species with

which any given nominal species should be identified were of the most
primitive and inadequate kind, consisting only of Article 3 1 which laid

down the following rule: " La subdivision d'une espece en deux ou
plusieurs autres est soumise aux memes regies que la subdivision d'un

genre ". Thus, by the objectionable device of legislation by reference,

the Rules in Article 30 relating to the determination of the type species

of a given nominal genus were applied (so far as applicable) to the

determination of the type specimen of a nominal species. But the

question of the trivial name to be applied to a given taxonomic species

may sometimes depend (as in the case now submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature) upon an entirely different

question, namely the procedure to be followed when there is a trivial

name which all are agreed is applicable to the species in question but

there is also an older trivial name which by some authors is regarded

as being applicable to that species but by others as referring to some
other known species or as being indeterminable. On this subject

Article 31 was entirely silent.

3. During the revision of the Regies in Paris in 1948 particular

attention was given to the need for substituting a clear and compre-

hensive set of rules in place of the totally inadequate provisions of the
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existing Article 31. This subject was discussed at length at the Fourth
Public Meeting held by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature during its Paris Session, when detailed proposals

(subsequently approved by the Congress) were drawn up for an Article

to replace the previous Article 31 (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl.
4: 73—76). These new rules deal specifically with both aspects of the

question involved: first the new rules provide expressly for the

procedure to be followed in determining the lectotype of any given

nominal species (or, in default of an actual lectotype, the single figure,

illustration or previously published description cited in the original

description of the nominal species concerned, to represent the lectotype

of that species); second, the new rules lay it down that " where some
but not all specialists claim to be able to recognise the taxonomic
species represented by the nominal species in question or where there

is disagreement among specialists as to the taxonomic species so to be
recognised, the question at issue is to be referred to the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature for decision "}

4. The present application falls to be dealt with under the provision

quoted above. Under that provision, it is possible for the Inter-

national Commission, according to the circumstances of the case, to

put a stop to confusion, either (1) by prescribing the taxonomic species

to which the disputed trivial name is to be held to be applicable, or

(2) by using its Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name in question.

The second of these courses is that which the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature has asked the International Commission
to adopt in the present instance. Accordingly, if the Commission
approve the application submitted to it, it will be necessary for the

Commission :

—

(1) to declare the specific name Turdus ericetorum Turton, 1807, to

be a nomen dubium, and to use its Plenary Powers to suppress

the trivial name ericetorum Turton, 1807, as published in the

combination Turdus ericetorum, for the purposes of the Law
of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy

;

(2) to place the trivial name philomelos Brehm, 1831, as published in

the combination Turdus philomelos, on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology:

(3) to place the trivial name ericetorum Turton, 1 807, as published in

the binominal combination Turdus ericetorum, as proposed,
under (1) above, to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the

Law of Homonymy, on the Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.

^ Article 31 was further examined in 1953 at Copenhagen by the Fourteenth
International Congress of Zoology, which introduced various clarifications
and amplifications (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 72—78,
Decisions 136— 150). The main structure of the Paris Settlement was not
affected by the decisions taken at Copenhagen.
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II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

3. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt of

Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter of 19th October 1950, the question

of the use of the Commission's Plenary Powers for the purpose of

securing that the specific namQ philomelos Brehm, 1831, should be

the oldest available name for the Song Thrush was allotted the

Registered Number Z.N.(S.)493.

4. Publication of the present application: The present appUca-

tion and Mr. Hemming's Supplementary Note, were sent to the

printer on 30th January 1952 and were published in the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature on 15th October of that year

(Meinertzhagen (Application by Standing Committee on Orni-

thological Nomenclature), 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: 62;

Hemming (Supplementary Note), 1952, ibid. 9: 63—64).

5. Issue of Public Notices: Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl 4: 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoo-
logical Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case

was given on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

appUcation by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

6. Comments of a general character: The issue of the PubUc
Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-

clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of

* Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
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Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from ornitho-

logical institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a

specialist who was opposed to any use of the Commission's

Plenary Powers. The communications so received have been

reproduced in the Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 (Colymbus)^,

those supporting the applications referred to above being given

in Part 1, the single comment in opposition to the above applica-

tions being given in Part 2.

7. Comments directly related to the present application:

Particular support for the present application was received from
the following speciaUsts and groups of speciahsts : (1) M. Noel
Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution

des Etres Organises)', (2) a joint communication from Dr.

Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other

United States ornithologists; (3) Dr. W. B. Yapp (University of

Birmingham, Zoology Department, Birmingham, England. One
objection to the present application was received. This was a

letter from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British Museum (Natural

History), London), covering a statement signed by himself and

five other British ornithologists. The communications so

received are reproduced in the immediately following paragraphs.

8. Support received from M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences

de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises): On 17th

March, 1953 M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de Paris,

Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises) addressed a letter

to the Commission enclosing a number of notes on proposals

relating to ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part

1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. The
note furnished by M. Mayaud in regard to the present case was
as follows :

—

(8)^ II parait preferable de \a\ider philomelos Brehm, 1831 (Tardus),

le nom d'ericetorum etant suject a interpretations differentes (cf. Dorst.,

Giseau R. f.o., 1950, p. 222).

' See footnote 2.

* The number here cited by M. Mayaud for this appHcation is that under which it

appeared in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice on page 3 of volume 9 of the
Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature.
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9. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and five other

United States ornithologists: On 18th March 1953 Dr. Josselyn

Van Tyne (Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-

mentioned specialists addressed a letter to the Commission in

support of the present application: (a) Robert W. Storer

(Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.); (b) Andrew J. Berger (Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.); (c) OUn Sewall-Pettingill, Jr. (Northfield, Minnesota,

U.S.A.); (d) Frank A. Pitelka (Berkeley, California, U.S.A.);

(e) John Davis (Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so

received was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal
No. 8^ (concerning philomelos Brehm) published on page 3 of vol. 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your
Commission will take favorable action on it.

10. Support received from Dr. W. B. Yapp (University of

Birmingham, Zoology Department, Birmingham, England): On
10th December 1953 Dr. W. B. Yapp (University of Birmingham,

Zoology Department, Birmingham) addressed a letter to the

Commission in support of the present and certain other applica-

tions pubHshed in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. The following is an extract of the

relevant portion of Dr. Yapp's letter:

—

I should like to support very strongly the following cases referred to

in Nature 172: 966: , . . (%)^ philomelos.

11. Objection received from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) and five other British

ornithologists: On 2nd April 1953 Captain C. H. B. Grant

(British Museum (Natural History), London) addressed a letter to

the Commission, covering a statement signed by himself and five

other British ornithologists objecting to the action proposed in

the present case. The five other signatories were: (a) Dr. J. M.
Harrison (Sevenoaks, Kent); (b) Colonel O. E. Wynne (Fording-

bridge, Hants.)
;

(c) Mr. R. Wagstaff'e (City of Liverpool Public

Museums, Liverpool); (d) Lieutenant-Commander C. P. Staples

^ See footnote 4.

* The number here cited is the number under which this application appeared in

the Notices in the serial publication Nature.
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(Ickenham, Middlesex); (e) Mrs. R, P. Hall (London). The
statement so communicated was as follows :

—

" Turdus ericetorum " Turton, 1807

Nomina conservanda have been unacceptable in ornithology from
the days of Hartert and W. L. Sclater. In the B.O.U. List Brit. Bds.

p.x, 1915, the authors gave nine specific and four generic nomina
conservanda, but state that uniformity " can only be attained by
keeping to the strict law of priority ". These nine specific nomina
conservanda have been replaced by earlier valid names in the 1923 list,

since when nomina conservanda have been completely discarded for the

reason that a nomen conservandum is a synonym, arbitrarily adopted,

despite an earlier valid name being available.

No such term is to be found in the A.O.U. Code 1886-1908, and at

the Meeting of the A.O.U. Check List Committee in Montreal in

October 1951, it was stated there was no intention to adopt any such
procedures as nomina conservanda. It is noted that Dr. Zimmer is

also of this opinion (see 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: 34, 43.). W. L.

Sclater, Hartert, Mathews, Bates, Whistler, C. B. Ticehurst, Roberts,

Tucker, Glegg and Low did not accept nomina conservanda. Neither

have the authors of the 1952 B.O.U. Check List, Bds. Gt. Brit. &
Ireland. If a nomen conservandum is adopted a departure has been
made from the established date of 1st January 1758. Turdus
ericetorum Turton, is not indeterminable as shown by the List

Committee of 1934, Ibis, p. 163, 1951, and Bull. B.O.C. 72, p. 72, 1952.

This is a valid name for the British Song Thrush and is in all the recent

standard works for the last nineteen years.

The Willughby Society reprints of rare works, Giebel's Thes. Orn.,

Sherborn's Ind. Anim., Neave's Genera, the Zool. Record, and other

such works were carried out to bring published names to the notice of
the public, so that the worker can adopt the first valid name after

1st January 1758 and ensure the avoidance of homonyms. If valid

names are ignored, as the I.C.Z.N. now proposes, then the valuable

work done by the above is nullified.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

12. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)70: On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)70) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the name for the Song Thrush as set out in
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Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 4 on page 64 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature " [i.e. in the Points numbered

as above in paragraph 4 of the Supplementary Note reproduced

in paragraph 2 of the present Opinion].

13. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

14. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)70: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P,(54)70 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

—

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Bradley (J.C.); Hemming;
do Amaral; Pearson; Hanko; Mertens; Sylvester-

Bradley; Jaczewski; Cabrera; Stoll;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

15. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)70, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 14 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the Inter-

national Commission in the matter aforesaid.

16. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

On 4th October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruhng were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)70.
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17. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion:—
en'cetorum, Turdus^ Turton, 1807, Brit. Faun. 1: 35

philomelos. Tardus, Brehm, 1831, Handb. Naturg. Vog.

Deutschh: 322

18. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in

the titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

19. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accord-

ingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

20. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Five (405) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Fourth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Coofer Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London EC2
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USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS TO SECURE THAT THE
SPECIFIC NAME " NIGRICOLLIS " BREHM, 1831, AS
PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION " PODICEPS
NIGRICOLLIS " SHALL BE THE OLDEST AVAIL-
ABLE SPECIFIC NAME FOR THE BLACK-NECKED

GREBE (CLASS AVES)

RULING:—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific

name caspicus Habhzl, 1783, as published in the combina-
tion Colymbus caspicus, is hereby suppressed for the

purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the

Law of Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name No. 706: nigricollis Brehm, 1831, as

published in the combination Podiceps nigricollis.

(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 272:
caspicus Hablizl, 1783, as published in the combination
Colymbus caspicus, as suppressed under the Plenary
Powers under (1) above.

L—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950, Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature established by the Tenth International Orni-

thological Congress, Uppsala, 1950, addressed the following

letter, with enclosure, to the Commission containing an applica-

tion prepared by the Standing Committee for the use by the

Commission of its Plenary Powers to secure that the specific

name nigricollis Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination

Podiceps nigricoUis, shall be the oldest available specific name
for the Black-necked Grebe :

—

AU6 1 19SS
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Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name
" caspicus " HabUzl, 1783, as published in the binominal

combination " Colymbus caspicus " (Class Aves)

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, with enclosure, dated 19th October, 1950,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature, I beg to forward to you the annexed recommendation
relating to the name Colymbus caspicus Hablizl, 1783, for favour of

decision by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature.

The circumstances of the present case were described in a note

published by Dr. E. Stresemann, a Member of the Standing Committee,
in 1948 (Stresemann, 1948, Ibis 90: 473—474), extracts from which
are given in the Annexe to the application now submitted.

The specific action which the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is asked to take is that it should: (1) use its Plenary

Powers to suppress the trivial name caspicus Hablizl, 1783, as published

in the combination Colymbus caspicus, for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy; (2) place the

trivial name nigricollis Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination
Podiceps nigricollis, on the Official List of Specific Trivial Names in

Zoology: and (3) place the trivial name caspicus Hablizl, 1783, as pub-
lished in the combination Colymbus caspicus, as proposed, under (1)

above, to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers, on the Official

Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.

ENCLOSURE

The trivial name comprised in" the specific name " Colymbus
caspicus" Hablizl, 1783, " Neue nordische Beytrage " 4: 9

It is recommended that the above name should be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the name currently

accepted for this species, namely Podiceps nigricollis Brehm (C. L.),

1831, Handb. Naturg. Vog. Deutschl: 963 (" Deutschland "), be made
a nomen conservandum.

The name Podiceps nigricollis has been used for the Black-necked
Grebe from 1831 to 1948. The circumstances of the present case have
been discussed by Stresemann in a note entitled " The earliest
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description of the Black-necked Grebe " published in 1948 {Ibis 90:
473—474), from which extracts have been made for the information
of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and are

submitted in the Annexe to the present application.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN: Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER: The American Museum of Natural History, New
York.

ANNEXE TO APPLICATION

Extract from a paper entitled " The earliest description of the

Black-necked Grebe " (1948, " Ibis," 90: 473-474)

Changes in scientific nomenclature are becoming increasingly

unpopular among ornithologists, and rightly so. It is especially

awkward if a name of long standing and of very frequent use has to

be discarded under present rules in favour of a quite unknown one.

I see, however, no way for avoiding supersession of Podiceps nigricollis

Brehm, 1831, by Podiceps caspicus (Habhzl, 1783).

In his article " Bemerkungen in der persischen Landschaft Gilan
und auf den Gilanischen Gebirgen in den Jahren 1773 und 1774 ",

published in vol. 4 (1783) of Pallas's magazine " Neue Nordische
Beytrage ", Carl Hablizl on page 9 gave the following detailed

description of a grebe which he had met by the end of November 1773

in the Bay of Enzeli, Caspian Sea, and which he proposed to call

Colymbus caspicus: " Magnitudo Columbae domesticae. Rostrum
plumbeum pollicare. Caput et reiquum corpus supra fusco nigricat.

Gula et genae, lateraque colli superioris alba ; coUum inferius gryseum.
Pectus, abdomen et venter albo-argentea. Alae complicatae ad
uropygium protensae. Uropygium infimum albo-nigroque variegatum.

Remiges a prima ad sectum immaculatae, fuscae, a sexta ad decimum
candidae, uno latere fusco maculatae, a decima vero ad vigesimam
primam usque immaculatae, candidae. Tectrices alarum fuscae.

Pedes et digiti interius cinereo-virescentes, exterius fusconigricantes.

Oculorum irides, ut et palpebrae, rubrae."

That this bird was undoubtedly a Black-necked, and not a Slavonian,

Grebe (in the synonymy of which the name Colymbus caspicus had been
sunk by all previous authors, Ogilvie-Grant and Hartert), is proved by
the colour of the inner primaries, which are always entirely dark in

P. auritus, not partially white (candidae, uno latere fusco-maculatae).
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II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application: Following the

receipt of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter the question of the use

of the Plenary Powers to preserve the name nigricollis Brehm
for the Black-necked Grebe was allotted the Registered Number
Z.N.(S.) 525.

3. Publication of the present application: The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 30th January 1952 and was
published on 15th October of the same year (Meinertzhagen

(Application by Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature), 1952, Bull zool. Nomencl 9: 30—31).

4. Issue of Public Notices: Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull zool Nomencl 4: 51—56), PubUc Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was published), (b) to, the other prescribed serial

publications and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion, {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character: The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a general

character relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature

pubHshed in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from orni-

thological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
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general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a

specialist who was opposed to any use of the Commission's

Plenary Powers. The communications so received have been

reproduced in the Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {ColymbusY,

those supporting the applications referred to above being given

in Part 1, the single comment in opposition to the above

applications being given in Part 2.

6. Comments directly related to the present application: Three

comments directly related to the present application were received.

Of these one, a joint communication from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne
{Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other United States

speciaUsts was in support of the present application. The two
other letters raised objection to the action proposed. These were

from (1) M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de Paris,

Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises) and (2) Captain

C. H. B. Grant {British Museum {Natural History), London), with

which was enclosed a statement signed by himself and five other

British ornithologists. The communications so received are

reproduced in the immediately following paragraphs.

7. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and five other

United States ornithologists: On 18th March 1953 Dr. Josselyn

Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-

mentioned speciahsts addressed a letter to the Commission in

support of the present appUcation: (a) Robert W. Storer

{Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.); (b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.; (c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota,

U.S.A.); (d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California, U.S.A.);

(e) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so

received was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal

No. 2 (concerning caspicus Hablizl) published on page 3^ of vol. 9 of

the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your

Commission will take favorable action on it.

^ See footnote 1 above.

^ The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application appeared as

proposal No. 2 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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8. Objection received from M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des

Sciences de Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises):

On 17th March 1953 M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de

Paris, Laboratoire d'Evolution des Etres Organises) addressed a

letter to the Commission enclosing a number of notes on proposals

relating to ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part

1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature.

Among these was the following note in which M. Mayaud
indicated his objection to the present application:

—

(2)* Maintien de caspicus Hablizl, 1783 (Colymbus) comme anterieur

a nigricollis C. L. Brehm, 1831, qui est synonyme.

9. Objection received from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) and five other British

ornithologists: On 2nd April 1953 Captain C. H, B. Grant

{British Museum {Natural History), London) addressed a letter to

the Commission, covering a statement signed by himself and five

other British ornithologists objecting to the action proposed in

the present case. The five other signatories were: (a) Dr. J. M.
Harrison {Sevenoaks, Kent); (b) Colonel O. E. Wynne {Fording-

bridge, Hants.)
;

(c) Mr. R. Wagstaflfe {City of Liverpool Public

Museums, Liverpool)', (d) Lieutenant-Commander C. P. Staples

{Ickenham, Middlesex); (e) Mrs. R. P. Hall {London). The
statement so communicated was as follows :

—

" Podiceps caspicus " Hablizl, 1783

Nomina conservanda have been unacceptable in ornithology from the

days of Hartert and W. L. Sclater. In the B.O.U. List Brit. Bds.

p. X, 1915, the authors gave nine specific and four generic nomina
conservanda, but state that uniformity " can only be attained by keeping

to the strict law of priority ". These nine specific nomina conservanda

have been replaced by earlier valid names in the 1923 list, since when
nomina conservanda have been completely discarded for the reason

that a nomen conservandum is a synonym arbitrarily adopted, despite

an earlier valid name being available.

No such term is to be found in the A.O.U. Code, 1886-1908, and at

the Meeting of the A.O.U. Check List Committee in Montreal in

October 1951, it was stated that there was no intention to adopt any
such procedures as nomina conservanda. It is noted that Dr. Zimmer
is also of this opinion (see 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9: 34, 43).

* See footnote 3 above.
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W, L. Sclater, Hartert, Mathews, Bates, Whistler, C. B. Ticehurst

Roberts, Tucker, Glegg and Low did not accept nomina conservanda.

Neither have the authors of the 1952 Check List Bds. Gt. Brit. &
Ireland. If a nomen conservandum is adopted a departure has been
made from the established date of 1st January 1758,

Podiceps caspicus (Hablizl), Neue Nord. Beytr. 4, p. 9, 1783: Gilan,

Persia, is a valid name and is in use in recent standard works. The
Members of the B.O.U. List Committee individually and in Com-
mittee thoroughly investigated this case and this name was un-
animously adopted.

The Willughby Society reprints of rare works, Giebel's Thes. Orn.,

Sherborn's Ind. Anim., Neave's Genera, the Zool. Record, and other

such works were carried out to bring published names to the notice of

the public, so that the worker can adopt the first valid name after

1st January 1758 and ensure the avoidance of homonyms. If valid

names are ignored, as the I.C.Z.N. now proposes, then the valuable

work done by the above is nullified.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

10. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)63: On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)63) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the names nigricollis Brehm, 1831, as

published in the combination Podiceps nigricollis, and caspicus

Hablizl, 1783, as published in the combination Colymbus caspicus,

as specified in Points (1) to (3) in Colonel Meinertzhagen's

covering letter on page 30 of volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological

Nomenclature " [i.e. in the letter reproduced in the first paragraph

of the present Opinion^.

11. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.
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12. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)63: At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)63 was as follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given in by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received):

Boschma; Holthuis; Lemche; Dymond; Hering; Vokes;

Esaki; Riley; Bonnet; Jaczewski; Bradley (J.C);

Hemming; do Amaral; Pearson; Hanko; Sylvester-

Bradley; Mertens; Cabrera; Stoll;

(b) Negative Votes:

None;

(c) Voting Papers not returned:

None.

13. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)63, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 12 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

14. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion ":

On 5th October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the RuUng given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)63.

15. Original References: The following are the original

references for the names placed on Ojficial Lists and Ojficial

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion:—
caspicus, Colymbus, Hablizl, 1783, in Pallas, Neue nordisch.

Beytrage 4: 9

nigricollis, Colymbus, Brehm, 1831, Handb. Naturg. Vog.

Deutschl.: 963
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16. At the time of the submission of the present appUcation the

name appHcable to the second portion of a binomen was " trivial

name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, which at

the same time made corresponding changes in the titles of the

Official List and Ojficial Index of names of this category. These

changes in terminology have been incorporated in the Ruling

given in the present Opinion.

17. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accord-

ingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

18. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Six (406) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Fifth day of October, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF FOUR
SPECIFIC NAMES FOR BIRDS PUBLISHED BY
ANTON AUGUST HEINRICH LICHTENSTEIN

IN 1793 (CLASS AVES)

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the under-
mentioned specific names for taxa belonging to the Class

Aves are suppressed for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy :

—

(a) cafra Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the com-
bination Otis cafra ;

(b) cafer Lichtenstein, 1793, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Cuciilus cafer ;

(c) sulphuratus Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the

combination Cuculus sulphuratus ;

(d) flavescens Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the

combination Lanius flavescens.

(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Ojficial List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 707 to 709 respectively :

—

(a) barrowi Gray (J.E.), 1829, as published in the

combination Otis barrowi
;

(b) clamosus Latham, 1801, as published in the com-
bination Cuculus clamosus

;

(c)flava Vieillot, 1817, as pubhshed in the combination
Campephaga flava.

AUG 161956
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(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. 273 to

276 respectively :—the four specific names specified in

(1) above as there suppressed under the Plenary Powers.

I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950, Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, established by the Tenth International Ornithological

Congress, Uppsala, 1950, addressed to the Commission the

following letter, with enclosure, containing an application pre-

pared by the Standing Committee for the use by the Commission
of its Plenary Powers for the purpose of suppressing certain

specific names for birds published by Anton August Heinrich

Lichtenstein in 1793 :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress four trivial names
for birds published by Anton August Heinrich Lichtenstein in 1793

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, with enclosure, dated 19th October 1950,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen

{Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature of the International Ornithological Congress)

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, I beg to forward to you the annexed application relating to

four trivial names for birds published by A. Lichtenstein in 1793, for

favour of decision by the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature.

The Standing Committee is unanimous in its view as regards the

first and second of the names dealt with in the present application.
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In the case of the third name {Cuculus sulphuratus Lichtenstein (A.),

1793), one member of the Standing Committee (Dr. John T. Zimmer)
does not support the proposal submitted.

The problem dealt with in the present application has been discussed

by Meise & Stresemann in a paper entitled " Notes on South African
birds described in A. Lichtenstein' s ' Catalogus ', 1793 ", published
earlier this year in the Ibis (Meise «fe Stresemann, 1950, Ibis 92 : 22—26),

extracts from which are quoted in the application now submitted.

I have to add that a slight amplification is necessary in the case of
the third of the proposals now submitted to the International Com-
mission by the Standing Committee. The object of that proposal is

to provide a secure legal foundation for the trivial name flava Vieillot,

1817, as published in the combination Campephaga flava, and for this

purpose the Standing Committee propose in the annexed application

that the International Commission should use its Plenary Powers for

the purpose of suppressing the earlier trivial name sulphuratus Lichten-

stein, 1793, as published in the combination Cuculus sulphuratus.

It must be noted, however, that, as shown by Meise and Stresemann
in their paper pubhshed in the Ibis in 1950 (extracts from which are

incorporated in the application now submitted), Lichtenstein was in

doubt as to whether the bird which he was describing was a cuckoo
or a shrike. In addition to giving this bird the name Cuculus sulphuratus,

he therefore gave it also the name Lanius flavescens. The application

now submitted by the Standing Committee is therefore to be taken as

constituting a request for the suppression, under the Plenary Powers,
of the trivial ndivcvtflavescens Lichtenstein, 1793, as well as ofsulphuratus

Lichtenstein, 1793.

The specific action which the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is now asked to take is thus that it should :

—

(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned trivial

names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those

of the Law of Homonymy :

—

(a) cafra Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination
Otis cafra ;

(b) cafer Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination

Cuculus cafer ;

(c) sulphuratus Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the com-
bination Cuculus sulphuratus

;

{6) flavescens Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the com-
bination Lanius flavescens

;

(2) place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Speciflc Trivial Names in Zoology :

—

(a) barrowi Gray (J.E.), 1829, as published in the combination
Otis barrowi ;
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(b) damosus Latham, 1801, as published in the combination

Cuculus damosus
;

(c)flava Vieillot, 1817, as published in the combination

Campephaga flava ;

(3) place the four trivial names specified in (1) above, as there proposed

to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers, on the Offidal

Index ofRejected and Invalid Spedfic Trivial Names in Zoology.

ENCLOSURE

Three trivial names published for birds by Lichtenstein (A.) in 1793
proposed to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers

(1) The trivial name comprised in the specific name Otis cafra

Lichtenstein (A.), 1793, Cat. Rer. nat. rarissim. : 36.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the name
currently accepted for this species, namely, Otis barrowi

Gray (J.E.), 1829, in Griffith's Cuvier's Animal Kingdom 8

(Aves 3) : 304 (" Cape of Good Hope "), be made a nomen
conservandum.

(2) The trivial name comprised in the specific name Cuculus cafer

Lichtenstein (A.), 1793, Cat. Rer. nat. rarissim. : 14.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the name
currently accepted for this species, namely Cuculus damosus
Latham, 1801, Index Orn., Suppl. 1 : XXX (" Cape of Good
Hope "), be made a nomen conservandum.

(3) The trivial name comprised in the specific name Cuculus sulphur-

atus Lichtenstein (A.), 1793, Cat. Rer. nat. rarissim. : 15.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the

name currently accepted for this species, namely Campephaga
flava Vieillot, 1817, Nouv. Diet. Hist. nat. 10 : 49 (" South
Africa"), be made a nomen conservandum.

The circumstances of the present case have been discussed by Meise
and Stresemann in a paper pubhshed in 1950 {Ibis 92 : 22—26), from
which extracts have been made for the information of the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and are submitted in the

Annexe to the present application.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN : Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdf, Berlin.
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JOHN T. ZIMMER* : The American Museum of Natural History, New
York. (Items 1 and 2 only.)

ANNEXE TO APPLICATION

Extract from a paper by Meise & Stresemann published in 1950
(" Ibis " 92 : 22—26)

During the last days of October 1793 a large collection of mounted
birds . . . was dispersed by auction at Eimbeck's sale house at Hamburg.
The contents were made known to the public by a sale catalogue

prepared by Dr. Anton August Heinrich Lichtenstein (1753—1816)

.... At the time of this sale, A. A. H. Lichtenstein was headmaster
of a famous classical college at Hamburg . . . and his little pamphlet
" Catalogus Rerum naturalium rarissimarum ", containing the

description of several new species, was commented upon in con-

temporary reviews.

It has long been supposed that many of the specimens listed in the
" Catalogus " were collected in South Africa by Francois Levaillant

during his stay from 1781 to 1784, yet Godman had to confess that he
was quite at a loss regarding the former owner of this remarkable
Cabinet. It is only now that the mystery of more than 150 years

can be unveiled. All these valuable mammals, birds, shells, and
insects had formed the Cabinet of L. F. Holthuizen, a wealthy Dutch-
man living at Amsterdam, whose collection had been praised by
Levaillant (" Oiseaux d'Afrique, 1 ", 1796, 4to, p. 56) in the following

terms : "a Amsterdam, on voit encore le cabinet tres-nombreux
d'oiseaux, du citoyen Holthuyzen, qui possede aussi une grande
et belle suite de papillons et d'insectes ".

A remark of the younger Lichtenstein, contained in the biography
of his father . . . where it is expressly stated that the latter catalogued
the Holthuizen collection, led to the final solution of the riddle . . .

It has been this accidental discovery that induced us to study the

catalogue with critical eyes, whereby it soon became apparent that this

had only very seldom been done by others.

Holthuizen seems to have bought his specimens from many sources
;

... A good many (47 species) came from Cayenne, but no other

part of the world had contributed to it as much as South Africa :

60 species. It can hardly be doubted that most, if not all, of them had
been collected there by Levaillant . . . Levaillant must have sold these

* Note by Dr. John T. Zimmer on Case No. 3 {extract from a letter dated
3rd April 1951) : The case on which I differed from other members of the

Standing Committee may be covered by a single statement. I did not feel

that any serious confusion would result from the adoption of the newly
discovered name. The change is perhaps unfortunate, as all such changes
are, but is likely to cause no more than temporary inconvenience.
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birds to Holthuizen during the years 1785 to 1790—at the same time

that another part of his collection went to Jacob Temminck and Joan
Raye van Breukelerwaard, both equally of Amsterdam.

A. Lichtenstein had but very little practice in determining birds,

yet the number of new species he dared to describe . . . amounted to

38, 17 of which are stated to have come from South Africa. They
are the following :

—

5. Otis cafra nobis (p. 36), " CaflFernland ". Owing to the misinter-

pretation of A. Lichtenstein's original description (1793) by
H. Lichtenstein in 1823, the name Otis cafra has been accepted

to designate the large " Veld Paauw " of the Boers. However,
from examination of the 1793 " Catalogus " it becomes apparent
that a small species of Bustard was meant, and that the description

exactly fits the species named Otis barrowi by Gray (though most
inappropriately, since John Barrow's " Wild Peacock " was the

large species hitherto called Otis cafra). Unless A. Lichtenstein's

Otis cafra is voted an obligatory synonym of the later Otis • . . ,

our discovery is going to have deplorable consequences ....

8. Cuculus cafer nobis (p. 14), " terra Cafrirum ". This name was
forgotten up to 1870, when Sharpe (" Ibis ", 1870 : 58) applied

it to the species up to then incorrectly named Coccystes afer

(Leach). Sharpe apparently never gave the reasons for his

change in nomenclature, which soon was adopted by all ornitho-

logists, although the original description at a glance reveals the

error. In reality Lichtenstein had before him a bird which was
not crested and " corpore supra splendide atro, infra fusco

undulato. Remiges et retrices splendide nigrae maculatis

exalbidis . . . Kopf, Nacken und Riicken sind glanzend schwarz ;

Brust und Unterleib sind braun gewellet. ..." Such barred
specimens of Cuculus clamosus occur in South Africa (Stark &
Sclater, " Birds South Africa ", 3 (1903) : 192). Therefore the

synonymy will be :

—

Cuculus cafer A. Lichtenstein

Cuculus cafer A. Lichtenstein, " Cat. Rer. nat." 1793 : 14
Cuculus clamosus Latham, " Ind. Orn." Suppl. 1 (1801) : xxx

Clamator levaillanti (Swainson)
Cuculus after Leach, " Zool. Misc." 1 (1814) : 72, tab. 31 nee

Cuculus after Gmelin, " Syst. Nat." 1 : 418, 1788 (which is Leptosomus discolor
(Hermann 1783))

Coccyzus levaillanti Swainson, " Zool. 111." (2) 1 : 3, 1829, tab. 13

Cuculus cafer Sharpe 1870 et auct. seq., but not of A. Lichtenstein.
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? Cuculus sulphuratus nobis ; vel potius Lanius flavescens ?
"

(p. 15). " Hab, in terra Caffrorum ". A. Lichtenstein had been

in doubt whether this Cuckoo-shrike was really a cuckoo or

rather a yellowish shrike. His description is clearly that of the

female of Campcphaga flavci Vieillot. This implies the following

change (unless the current name is ranked among the nomina
conservanda by some international body).

Campephaga sulphurata (A. Lichtenstein)

Cuculus sulphuratus A. Lichtenstein 1793 (" terra Cafrorum ",

descr. ?).

Campephaga flava Vieillot 1817 (South Africa, ex Levaillant,

descr.?).

Campephaga nigra Vieillot 1817 (South Africa, ex Levaillant,

descr.c^*).

Suggestions

In accordance with their postulate that changes in current nomen-
clature ought to be avoided as far as possible, the authors suggest :

—

1. Discarding altogether those names which had been mis-

interpreted for a century, instead of connecting them in future

with their original, and therefore proper, species. If one applies

this to the names Otis cafra (A. Lichtenstein) and Cuculus cafer

(A. Lichtenstein), changes in the nomenclature of the genera
Eupodotis and Cuculus will be prevented.

2. Ranking Campephaga flava Vieillot among the nomina con-

servanda, with Cuculus sulphuratus (A. Lichtenstein) an obligatory

synonym of it.

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Publication of the present application : Following the receipt

of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter the question of the use of

the Plenary Powers to suppress the specific names for birds

published by Lichtenstein in 1793 discussed in that letter was
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 526.

3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 30th January 1952 and was
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published in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature on 15th

October of the same year (Meinertzhagen (Application by Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature), 1952, Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 9 : 32—37).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial publica-

tions, and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In addition,

such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications or

institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names

of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a general

character relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature

published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoo-

logical Nomenclature. These comments came from ornithological

institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual specialists.

Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave general support

to the applications published in the foregoing Triple-Part. The
single remaining comment was from a specialist who was opposed

to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers. The com-
munications so received have been reproduced in the Appendix
annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbusf', those supporting the

applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above applications being given in

Part 2.

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.

^ See Footnote 1 above.
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6. Comments directly related to the present application : Three
communications directly related to the present application were
received. One, a joint communication from Dr. Josselyn Van
Tyne (Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other United States

specialists, was in support of the present application. The two
other communications raised objection to the action proposed.

These were from :—(1) Mr, A. F. Morrison (Dar es Salaam,

Tanganyika)
; (2) Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum

{Natural History^, London). The communications so received

are reproduced in the immediately following paragraphs.

7. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and five other

United States ornithologists : On 18th March 1953, Dr. Josselyn

Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-

mentioned specialists addressed a letter to the Commission in

support of the present application :—(a) Robert W. Storer

{Museum of Zoology, University ofMichigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.)
;
(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) ;

(c) Ohn Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.) ;

(d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California, U.S.A.)
;

(e) John
Davis {Los Angeles, Valifornia, U.S.A.). The letter so received

was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal
No. 3 (concerning cafra, etc.) published on page 3^ of vol. 9 of the

Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. We hope that your Commission
will take favourable action on it.

8. Objection received from Mr. A. F. Morrison (Dar es Salaam,

Tanganyika) : On 3rd March 1953, Mr. A. F. Morrison {Dar es

Salaam) addressed a letter to the Commission intimating his

objection to the portion of the present application relating to the

name Cuculus cafer Lichtenstein, at the same time indicating his

support for the remaining portions of the application. On 10th

April 1953, Mr. Morrison wrote a further letter in which he stated

that after further consideration he desired to extend his objection

The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 3 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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to all parts of the present application. The foregoing letters

were as follows :

—

(a) Letter from Mr. A. F. Morrison dated 3rd March 1953

I have the pleasure to address you in response to the invitation of
Colonel Meinertzhagen in Ibis (1953) 95 : 151, and wish to record,

as a Member of the British Ornithologists' Union, my general support
of the principle of stability in nomenclature, and the use where
necessary of the Plenary Powers of the Commission to secure the

validity of long-standing but technically invalid names. There should,

however, in my humble opinion be complete unanimity of opinion
among workers in the particular group concerned before the Powers
are exercised. If a small group of workers are accustomed to use a

correct name, the rules should prevail even at the expense of a majority.

The particular application of my argument is the proposal to use the

Plenary Powers to suppress cafer (Cuculus) of Lichtenstein 1793

{ibid. : 149) (Z.N.(S.) 526). This name is used in Mr. Mackworth-
Praed and Captain Grant's " Birds of Eastern & North-Eastern
Africa " (1952), Longmans, Green & Co. Ltd. 1 : 449, a book which
is likely to be standard for workers, both professional and amateur,
on the birds of Eastern Africa for many years to come. The sup-

pression of Cuculus cafer Lichtenstein, with the revival, I presume, of
Cuculus clamosus Latham, would therefore cause as much confusion
as it would save, and in the particular circumstances therefore my
feeling is that the rules should prevail.

It is perhaps a pity that the decision to suppress cafer {Cuculus)

of Lichtenstein could not have been made in time to enable the authors
to retain Cuculus clamosus (Latham), but their book already long
delayed could not have been delayed longer, and in the absence of a

decision, Mr. Mackworth-Praed and Captain Grant could do nothing
else but follow the rules.

In conclusion, I support all the remaining recommendations, and
piously hope that -the decision of the Commission will be known in

time to preserve Campephagaflava Vieillot (against sulphuratus {Cuculus)

(Z.N.(S.) 526)) in the forthcoming second volume of the above-
mentioned work.

(b) Letter from Mr. A. F. Morrison dated lOth April 1953

Further to my letter, reference Z.N.(S.) 526, of the 3rd ultimo,
I have now given further thought to the problem of Lichtenstein's

names and I have also learnt that there is a strong body of opinion
in favour of their continued use.

In these circumstances, on the principle which I ventured to enunciate
in my first letter, I must record myself as opposing their suppression.
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There may be some justification for objecting to a change owing to a

late discovery in some obscure and unknown work of an early name
having technical priority but Lichtenstein's names have been known
for generations and the problem arises because they have been mis-

understood until very recently.

In my view therefore, the only way to achieve real stability is to

permit these names to stand with the validity which they have under
the rules.

9. Objection received from Captain C. H. B. Grant (British

Museum (Natural History), London) : On 2nd April 1953,

Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum {Natural History),

London) communicated to the Commission the following statement

in which he expressed his objection to the present appHcation :

—

Liclitenstein's names

A. A. H. Lichtenstein's Cat. Rer. nat. rar. 1793, was repubhshed by
the Willughby Society in 1882 and has therefore been available to the

public for 70 years. Meise and Stresemann's remarks on p. 23,

Ibis, 1950, para. 3, are unwarranted as A. A, H. Lichtenstein had as

much right as any other worker to describe new birds. Otis caffra

1823 is a homonym of Otis cafra 1793. The 1793 name is not a

synonym as they are founded on two different known species. There-

fore the 1793 name is acceptable and is in use in recent standard works.

Whether a name is a homonym or not and to which species it

applies is a taxonomic question for systematic ornithologists to decide,

and in this case a decision has already been made by those interested

in African ornithology. Both Cuculus cafer and Cuculus sulphuratus

are in use in standard works and to propose to revert to C clamosus
and C. flava is merely adopting a synonym when an earlier valid name
is available. The majority of systematic ornithologists are not in

favour of synonyms replacing earlier names, and under the accepted

date 1st January 1758 they could have no standing. Lanius flavescens

Lichtenstein, 1793, is a synonym of C. sulphurata.

in. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

10. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)64 : On 14 May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)64) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the
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proposal relating to four long-neglected specific names for birds

published by Lichtenstein in 1793 as specified in Points (1) to (3)

on page 33 ofvolume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature'^

[i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 5 of the

application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present

Opinion\.

11. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1955.

12. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)64 :

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the

voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)64 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received)
;

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)
;

Hemming ; do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ; Sylvester-

Bradley ; Mertens ; Cabrera ; Stoll ; Jaczewski

;

(b) Negative Votes :

None

;

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

13. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission,
acting as Returning Ofiicer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)64, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 12 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.
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14. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 8th October 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the RuHng given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)64.

15. Original References : The following are the original refer-

ences for the names placed on Official Lists and Official Indexes

by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

banowi, Otis, Gray (J.E.), 1829, in Griffith's Cuvier, Anim. Kingd.

8 (Aves 3) : 303

cafer, Cuculus, Lichtenstein, 1793, Cat. Rerum nat. rariss. 1 : 14

cafra, Otis, Lichtenstein, 1793, Cat. Rerum nat. rariss. 1 : 36

clamosus, Cuculus, Latham, 1801, Index Orn., Suppl. 1 : xxx

flavescens, Lanius, Lichtenstein, 1793, Cat. Rerum nat. rariss.

1 : 15

flava, Campephaga, Vieillot, 1817, Nouv. Diet. Hist. nat. 10 : 49

sulphuratus, Cuculus, Lichtenstein, 1793, Cat. Rerum nat. rariss.

1 : 15

16. At the time of the submission of the present application the

name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was " trivial

name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, which at

the same time made corresponding changes in the titles of the

Official List and Official Index of names of this category. These

changes in terminology have been incorporated in the Ruling

given in the present Opinion.

17. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Com-
mission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue

of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.
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18. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Seven (407) of the International Commission on

2k)ological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Eighth day of October, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS TO SECURE THAT THE
SPECIFIC NAME " PYRRHULINUS " SWINHOE, 1876,

AS PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION
" EMBERIZA PYRRHULINUS " (CLASS AVES)
SHALL BE THE OLDEST AVAILABLE
NAME FOR THE SPECIES CONCERNED

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific

name nortoniensis Gmehn (J.F.), [1789], as pubhshed in

the combination Fringilla nortoniensis, is hereby suppressed

for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those

of the Law of Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed

on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the

Name No. 710 :

—

pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1876, as pubhshed
in the combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus.

(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed

on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Names in Zoology with the Name No. 277 :

—

nortoniensis

Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as pubhshed in the combination
Fringilla nortoniensis, as suppressed under the Plenary

Powers under (1) above.

L—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950, Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature established by the Tenth International Ornithological

MIG 1 6 1956
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Congress, Uppsala, 1950, addressed the following letter, with

enclosure, to the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature containing an application prepared by the Standing

Committee for the use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers
to secure that the specific name pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1876, as

published in the combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus (Class Aves)

shall be the oldest available specific name for the species con-

cerned :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name
" nortoniensis " Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination

" Fringilla nortoniensis " (Class Aves)

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, with enclosure, dated 19th October 1950, from
Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, I beg to forward to you the annexed recommendation relating

to the name Fringilla nortoniensis Gmelin, [1789], for favour of decision

by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature.

The circumstances of the present case were described by Dr. E.

Stresemann, a Member of the Standing Committee, in a paper entitled
" Birds collected in the North Pacific Area during Capt. James Cook's
last voyage (1778 and 1779) ", published in 1949 (Stresemann, 1949,

Ibis 91 : 252), an extract from which is given in the Annexe to the

application now submitted.

The specific action which the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is asked to take in this case is : (1) that it should use its

Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name nortoniensis Gmelin,

[1789], as published in the combination Fringilla nortoniensis, for the

purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy

; (2) place the trivial name pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1 876, as

published in the combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus, on the Official

List of Specific Trivial Names in Zoology, and (3) place the trivial

name nortoniensis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Fringilla nortoniensis, as proposed, in (1) above, to be suppressed
under the Plenary Powers, on the Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.
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ENCLOSURE

The trivial name comprised in the specific name- " Fringilla

nortoniensis " Gmelin, [1789]

It is recommended that the trivial name {nortoniensis) comprised in

the specific name Fringilla nortoniensis Gmelin, [1789] {in Linnaeus,

Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 922) be made a nomen rejectum and that the

trivial name {pyrrhulina) comprised in the name currently accepted

for this species, namely Emberiza pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1876, Ibis

(3) 5 : 333, pi. VIII, fig. 2 (" Hakodati ") be made a nomen
conservandum.

The trivial namt pyrrhulinus Sv^inhoe, 1876, has been in continuous

use for three-quarters of a century, v^hile the name nortoniensis Gmelin,

[1789], has been completely overlooked. The introduction of Gmelin's
long-forgotten name nortoniensis would give rise to confusion and
would be open to strong objection.

Attached to the present application is an extract from a paper by
Dr. E. Stresemann published in 1949 {Ibis 91 : 252) in which the trivial

name nortoniensis Gmelin was first synonymised with pyrrhulinus

Swinhoe.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN : Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER : The American Museum ofNatural History, New
York.

ANNEXE TO APPLICATION

Extract from a paper entitled " Birds collected in the North Pacific Area
during Capt. James Cook's last Voyage (1778 and 1779)

"

(Stresemann, 1949, " Ibis " 91 : 244—255)

[The birds discussed in the above paper are grouped by
reference to the localities in which they were observed, and
the dates on which these localities were visited on Captain
Cook's voyage. The bird dealt with in the present application

is discussed in the tenth of these groups which is lettered " J,"

and is concerned with birds observed in Kamschatka.]

J. Kamtschatka : 28th April to 4th June 1779 and 24th August to

• 9th October 1779.

(1) [Emberiza schoeniclus pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1876] Fringilla

nortoniensis Gmelin, 1(2) : 922 (1789), ex " Norton Finch ",

Pennant, 2 : 376. " Discovered in Norton Sound ". Locality

wrong. The specimen described by Pennant is a male in

fresh autumn plumage (lacking the outermost pair of tail

feathers) of the Kamschatka race of the Reed Bunting.



152 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Following the receipt

of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter, the question of the use of the

Commission's Plenary Powers for the purpose of preserving the

specific name pyrrhulinus Swinhoe was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 527.

3. Publication of the present application : The present appUca-

tion was sent to the printer on 30th January 1952 and was
published in Triple-Part 1 /3 ofvolume 9 ofthe Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature on 15th October of the same year (Meinertzhagen

(Application by Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature), 1952, Bull zool Nomencl 9 i 38—39).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure pre-

scribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoo-

logical Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case

was given on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which

the application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was' published), (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion (Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 in the present volume.
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clature published in Triple-Part 1 /3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from

ornithological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a specialist

who was opposed to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers.

The communications so received have been reproduced in the

Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 (Colymbus)^, those supporting

the applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above appUcations being given

in Part 2.

6. Comments directly related to the present application : One
comment directly related to the present application was received.

This was a letter of support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne
{Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other United States

speciahsts. No objection relating specifically to the present

case was received from any source.

7. Comment received from Dr, Josselyn Van Tyne and five

other United States ornithologists : On 18th March 1953 Dr.

Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five

under-mentioned specialists addressed a letter to the Commission

in support of the present appHcation : (a) Robert W. Storer

{Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.)
;

(c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota,

U.S.A.)
;

(d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) ;

(e) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.) :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal

No. 4 (concerning nortoniensis Gmelin) pubhshed on page 3^ of vol. 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your

Commission will take favorable action on it.

See Footnote 1 above.

The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1 /3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 4 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)65 : On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)65) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, " the

proposal relating to the names pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1875, as

published in the combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus, and nor-

toniensis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination

Fringilla nortoniensis, as specified in Points (1) to (3) in the last

paragraph of Colonel Meinertzhagen's covering letter on page

38 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature
"

[i.e. in the Points numbered as above in the letter reproduced

in the first paragraph of the present Opinion].

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)65 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)65 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)

;

Hemming ; do Amaral ; Jaczewski ; Pearson ; Hanko
;

Mertens ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Stoll

;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Voting Papers not returned

None.
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11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954, Mr.
Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting as

Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)65,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in paragraph

10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 9th October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)65.

13. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruhng given in the present Opinion :
—

nortoniensis, Fringilla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst.

Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 922

pyrrhulinus, Emberiza, Swinhoe, 1876, Ibis (3) 5 : 333, pi. VIII,

fig. 2

14. At the time of the submission of the present apphcation

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,
1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruhng given in the present Opinion.

15. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is
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accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in

virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

16. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Eight (408) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Ninth day of October, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF
SEVEN SPECIFIC NAMES GIVEN BY GMELIN (J.F.)

IN 1788 AND 1789 TO BIRDS TAKEN ON CAPTAIN
COOK'S LAST EXPEDITION WfflCH WERE
REGARDED AS "NOMINA DUBIA

"

UNTIL 1950

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the under-
mentioned specific names are hereby suppressed for the

purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the

Law of Homonymy :

—

(a) eimeensis GmeHn (J.F.), [1789], as published in

the combination Columba eimeensis
;

(b) unalaschkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published
in the combination Hirundo unalaschkensis ;

(c) septentrionalis Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, as published in

the combination Lanius septentrionalis
;

(d) borealis GmeUn (J.F.), [1789], as pubUshed in the

combination Motacilla borealis
;

(e) camtschatkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published

in the combination Motacilla camtschatkensis
;

(f) cirrhatus Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the

combination Pelecanus cirrhatus
;

(g) australis GmeHn (J.F.), [1789], as pubhshed in the

combination Sterna australis.

AUG 1 6 1956
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(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. severally specified below :

—

(a) stairi Gray (G.R.), [1856], as published in the

combination Caloenas (Phlegoenas) stairi (Name
No. 711);

(b) townsendi Oberholser, 1906, as published in the

combination Collocalla francica townsendi (Name
No. 712) ;

(c) natka Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, as published in the

combination Lanius natka (Name No. 713) ;

(d) heinei Finsch & Hartlaub, [1870], as pubhshed in

the combination Myolestes heinei (Name No.
714);

(e) sepium Horsfield, 1821, as published in the com-
bination Orthotomos sepium (Name No. 715) ;

(f) albiventor Lesson, 1831, as published in the com-
bination Carbo albiventor (Name No. 716) ;

(g) cerulea Bennett (F.D.), 1840, as published in the

combination Sterna cerulea (Name No. 717).

(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. 278 to

284 respectively :—the seven specific names specified in

(1) above as there suppressed under the Plenary Powers.

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950 Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
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clature established by the Tenth International Ornithological

Congress, Uppsala, 1950, addressed to the Commission the

following letter, with enclosure, containing an application prepared

by the Standing Committee for the use by the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers

for the purpose of suppressing certain specific names given by

Gmelin (J.F.) in 1788 and 1789 to birds taken on Captain Cook's

Last Expedition, which had been regarded by ornithologists as

nomina dubia until in 1850 in a paper pubhshed in the serial

publication Auk Dr. Erwin Stresemann had estabhshed the

identity of the species to which these names were apphcable :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress seven trivial names
published by Gmelin in 1788 and 1789 for birds which until 1950

remained unidentified

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter, dated 19th October, 1950, with enclosure,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing
Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the Inter-

national Ornithological Congress

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, I beg to forward to you the following recommendations for

favour of decision by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

The recommendations now submitted relate to seven trivial names
published by Gmelin in 1789 for birds taken on Captain Cook's Last

Expedition. None of these names has been used by ornithologists,

for the species so named have always been considered unrecognisable

until in 1950 Dr. Erwin Stresemann, a member of the Standing Com-
mittee, established the identity of the species in question (Stresemann,

Auk 67 : 66—88). In the opinion of the majority of the members of
the Committee it is desirable that all the seven names listed in the

enclosure to the present letter should be suppressed by the Inter-

national Commission, the corresponding names now in use for the

species concerned being at the same time placed on the Official List
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of Specific Trivial Names in Zoology. One member of the Standing
Committee (Dr. John T. Zimmer), while concurring with the other

members of the Committee as regards five of the seven names con-

cerned, does not support the recommendation submitted in the two
other names, namely the trivial name eimeensis Gmelin, [1789], as

published in the combination Columba eimeensis, and the trivial

name austrails Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination Sterna

australis.

The action which the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is asked to take is that it should :

—

(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned trivial

names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those

of the Law of Homonymy :

—

(a) eimeensis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Columba eimeensis ;

(b) unalaschkensis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the com-
bination Hirundo unalaschkensis

;

(c) natka Gmelin, 1788, as published in the combination
Lanius natka ;

(d) septentrionalis Gmelin, 1788, as published in the com-
bination Lanius septentrionalis

;

(e) borealis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Motacilla borealis ;

(f) cirrhatus Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Pelecanus cirrhatus

;

(g) australis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Sterna australis ;

(2) place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology :

—

(a) stairi Gray (G.R.), [1856], as published in the combination
Caloenas (Phlegoenas) stairi

;

(b) townsendi Oberholser, 1906, as published in the combina-
tion Collocalla francica townsendi ;

(c) pacificus Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Turdus pacificus ;
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(d) heinei Finsch & Hartlaub, [1870], as published in the com-
bination Myolestes heinei

;

(e) sepium Horsfield, 1821, as pubhshed in the combination
Orthotomus sepium

;

(f) albiventer Lesson, 1831, as pubhshed in the combination
Carbo albiventer

;

(g) cerulea Bennett (F.D.), 1840, as published in the combina-
tion Sterna cerulea

;

(3) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Trivial

Names in Zoology the seven trivial names specified in (1), as

there proposed to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers.

ENCLOSURE

Seven trivial names published for birds by Gmelin in 1789
proposed to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers

1 . The trivial name comprised in the specific name Columba eimeensis

Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 784.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the

name currently accepted for this species, namely Caloenas
{Phlegoenas) stairi Gray (G.R.), [1856], Proc. zool. Soc. Lond.

24(301) : 7 (" Samoa ") be made a nomen conservandum. See
Stresemann, 1950, Auk 67 : 75.

2. The trivial name comprised in the specific name Hirundo
unalaschkensis Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. {ed. 13)

1(2) : 1025.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the subspecific trivial name comprised
in the name currently accepted for this subspecies, namely
Collocalla francica townsendi Oberholser, 1906, Proc. Acad,

nat. Sci. Philad. 58 : 181 (" Tonga Islands ") be made a nomen
conservandum. See Stresemann, 1950, Auk 67 : 74.

3. The trivial name comprised in the specific name Lanius natka
Gmelin, 1788, in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(1) : 309.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the
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name currently accepted for this species, namely Turdus pacificus

Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(2) : 813, be made a nomen
conservandum. See Stresemann, 1950, Auk 67 : 73.

4. The trivial name comprised in the specific name Lanius

septentrionalis Gmelin, 1788, in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(1) : 306.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the

name currently accepted for this species, namely Myolestes

heinei Finsch & Hartlaub, 1870, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1869 :

546 (" Tonga Islands "), be made a nomen conservandum. See

Stresemann, 1950, Auk 67 : 73—74.

5. The trivial names comprised in the specific narnQsMotacilla borealis

Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(2) : 986, and Motacilla

camtschatkensis Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(2) : 986.

It is recommended that the above names (which apply to

the same species) should be made nomina rejecta and that the

trivial name comprised in the name currently accepted for this

species, namely Orthotomus sepium Horsfield, 1821, Trans,

linn. Soc. Lond. 13(1) : 166 (" Java ") be made a nomen
conservandum. See Stresemann, 1950, Auk 67 : 81—82.

6. The trivial name comprised in the specific name Pelecanus cirrhatus

Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(2) : 576.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the

trivial name comprised in the name currently accepted for this

species, namely Carbo albiventer Lesson, 1831, Traite Orn.

(8) : 604 (" Falkland Islands "), be made a nomen conservandum.

See Stresemann, 1950, Auk.61 : 83.

7. The trivial name comprised in the specific name Sterna australis

Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, ibid. 1(2) : 608.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a
nomen rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the

name currently accepted for this species, namely Sterna cerulea

Bennett (F.D.), 1840, Narr. Whaling Voy. 2 : 248 (" Christmas
Island ") be made a nomen conservandum. See Stresemann,

1950, Auk 67 : 78.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN : Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN: Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.
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JOHN T. ZIMMER* : The American Museum of Natural History, New
York.

(except items 1 and 7)

II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Following the

receipt of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter the question of the use

of the Plenary Powers to suppress certain specific names given

by GmeHn to birds taken on Captain Cook's Last Expedition

was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 454.

3. Publication of tlie present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 30th January 1952 and was
published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature on 15th October of the same year

(Meinertzhagen (Application by Standing Committee on Orni-

thological Nomenclature), 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 40—43).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), PubUc Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature was pubhshed), (b) to the other prescribed serial publica-

tions and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In addition,

such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications or

institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names of

the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

* Note by Dr. John T. Zimmer on Cases Nos. 1 and 7 (extract from a letter dated
3rd April 1951) : The cases on which I differed from other members of the

Standing Committee may be covered by a single statement. I did not feel

that any serious confusion would result from the adoption of the newly
discovered name. The change is perhaps unfortunate, as all such changes
are, but is likely to cause no more than temporary inconvenience.

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
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first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments relating

to the cases of ornithological nomenclature pubhshed in Triple-

Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature.

These comments came from ornithological institutions, groups of

ornithologists and individual specialists. Of these comments,

the authors of thirty-six gave general support to the appUcations

published in the foregoing Triple-Part. The single remaining

comment was from a specialist who was opposed to any use of

the Commission's Plenary Powers. The communications so

received have been reproduced in the Appendix annexed to

Opinion 401 {Colymbusf, those supporting the applications

referred to above being given in Part 1, the single comment in

opposition to the above applications being given in Part 2 of that

Appendix. Only one comment directly related to the present

application was received. This comment, which was in support

of the action proposed, is reproduced in the immediately following

paragraph.

6. Particular support for the present application received from

Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and JSve

other United States ornithologists : On 18th March 1953

Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann. Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the

five under-mentioned specialists addressed to the Commission a

joint letter in support of the action proposed in the present case :

(a) Robert W. Storer {Museum of Zoology, University ofMichigan,

Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;
(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield,

Minnesota, U.S.A.)
;
(d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California,

U.S.A.)
;

(e) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.).

The letter so received was as follows :

—

We, the under-signed, wish to express our strong approval of
proposal No. 5 (concerning natka {Lanius), etc.) published on page 3^

^ See Footnote 1 above.

* The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 5 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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of vol. 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that

your Commission will take favourable action on it.

7. Amendment by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature of its proposals relating to the specific name
" natka " Gmelin, 1788, as published in the combination " Lanius

natka "
: During the prescribed Waiting Period in the present

case a letter (dated 8th January 1953) was received from Dr. Ernst

Mayr (then of the American Museum of Natural History, New
York) in which he questioned the advisability of the placing on
the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology of the specific name
pacificus Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination Turdus

pacificus. This had been proposed in the application submitted

in this case, the Standing Committee having taken the view that

pacificus Gmelin would become the oldest available name for the

taxon concerned if, as it was proposed, the specific name natka

Gmelin, 1788, as published in the combination Lanius natka,

were to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers. In raising this

question in regard to the name pacificus Gmelin, Dr. Mayr
wrote :

" As far as I know, this name has been dropped for the

last twenty-five years. In 1941 (Amer. Mus. Novit. No. 1116,

p. 7) Ripley and I commented on this name as follows :
' Mathews

{Syst. Av. Austr., 2, p. 548), in a footnote, has pointed out that

Turdus pacificus Gmehn is not applicable to any Lalage. It is

apparent from Gmelin's description (Syst. Nat. 1, pt. 2), 1789,

p. 813) that his bird must have been much darker below and
lacking any wliite on the lores, wings or rump. It is most likely

that Gmelin's pacificus refers in reality to Clytorhynchus heinei

(Finsch & Hartlaub), but as the type is no longer in existence, as

inquiries at the British and Vienna Museums have revealed, the

exact identity of pacificus can never be proved, and it seems best

to discard this name as unidentifiable '. Stresemann in the Auk
(1950, vol. 67, p. 73) reports that Mr. J. D. Macdonald of the

British Museum found that the Lalage of the Tonga Islands

agrees fairly well with Ellis' plate 18, which is the basis of Gmelin's

name pacificus. It must be pointed out, however that

Mr. Macdonald is a specialist on African birds and was not

aware at the time of his comparison that the name Turdus pacificus

might refer to Clyptorhynchus ". In bringing Dr. Mayr's communi-
cation to the attention of Colonel Meinertzhagen, as Chairman
of the Standing Committee, Mr. Hemming, as Secretary to the
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Commission, expressed the view that the portion of the apphca-

tion relating to the foregoing names ought not to be proceeded

with until the taxonomic ornithological issue raised by Dr. Mayr
had been settled in one way or another. On 10th November 1953

Colonel Meinerzhagen replied that he had received the following

reply from Dr. Stresemann, in whose paper in the Auk of 1950

the proposal submitted by the Standing Committee had its origin :

" I am in complete accord with Hemming. Under the circum-

stances explained by Mayr in his comment on the name Turdus

pacificus Gmelin, I am against the suppression of the name
Lanius natka Gmehn, 1788. The name of the bird from the

Tonga Islands in question would therefore henceforth stand as

Lalage natka natka (Gmelin), antedating Lalage maculosa tabuensis

Mayr & Ripley, 1941. I have inspected Ellis' plate 18 and can

confirm Macdonald's statement that it represents the female of

the Lalage from Tonga, whilst the name Lanius natka was based

on a male from the same place." In forwarding the above com-
munication from Professor Stresemann, Colonel Meinertzhagen,

as Chairman of the Standing Committee, asked on its behalf (a)

that the proposal for the suppression of the name natka GmeUn
be treated as having been withdrawn, (b) that the foregoing

specific name be placed on the Official List, and (c) that the

proposal submitted in regard to the specific name pacificus

Gmehn be treated as having been withdrawn. Particulars of these

modifications in the present application were reported in a Note
(Note 5) to the Commission at the time when it was asked to

vote on the present case.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)66 : On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)66) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,
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" the proposal relating to seven specific names for birds published

by Gmelin in 1788 and 1789, as specified in Points (1) to (3) on

page 41 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

[i.e. in the Points numbered as above in the last paragraph of the

letter from Colonel Meinertzhagen reproduced in the first para-

graph of the present Opinion], subject to the modifications

specified in the accompanying Note 5 by the Secretary." The
substance of the Note here referred to has been given in paragraph

7 of the present Opinion. The actual modifications in the original

proposal so involved were (i) the withdrawal of the recommenda-
tion in Point (l)(c) (proposed suppression under the Plenary

Powers of the specific name natka Gmelin, 1788, as pubhshed in

the combination Lanius natka) and (ii) the substitution for the

recommendation in Point (2)(c) (proposed addition of the specific

na.m.Q pacificus Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination

Turdus pacificus, to the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology)

of a recommendation for the addition of the specific name natka

GmeHn, 1788, as published in the combination Lanius natka, to

the foregoing Official List.

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period .closed on 14th August 1954.

10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)66 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

Paper V.P.(54)66 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming;
do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ; Mertens ; Sylvester-

Bradley ; Cabrera ; Stoll ; Jaczewski

;
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(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)66,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in paragraph

10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the fore-

going Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision

so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the

matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 11th October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)66.

13. Original References : The following are the original refer-

ences for the names placed on Official Lists and Official Indexes by

the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

albiventor, Carbo, Lesson, 1831, Traite Orn. (8) : 604

australis. Sterna, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2) : 608

borealis, Motacilla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789] in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2) : 686

camtschatkensis, Motacilla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus,

Syst. Nat. 1(2) : 986

cerulea. Sterna, Bennett (F.D.), 1840, Narr. Whaling Voy. 2 : 248
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cirrhatus, Pelecanus, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst.

Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 576

eimeensis, Columba, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789), in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2) : 784

heinei, Myolestes, Finsch & Hartlaub, [1870], Proc. zool. Soc.

Lond. 1869 : 546

natka, Lanius, Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13)

1(1) : 309

sepiiim, Orthotomos, Horsfield, 1821, Trans, linn. Soc. Lond.

13(1) : 166

septentrionalis, Lanius, Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(1) : 306

stairi, Caloenas {Phlegoenas), Gray (G.R.), [1856], Proc. zool. Soc.

Lond 24(301) : 7

townsendi, Collocalla francica, Oberholser, 1906, Proc. Acad. nat.

Sci.Philad.5S : 181

unalaschkensis, Hirundo, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst.

Nat. (ed. 3)1(2) : 1025

14. At the time of the submission of the present application the

name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was " trivial

name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, which at

the same time made corresponding changes in the titles of the

Official List and Official Index of names of this category. These

changes in terminology have been incorporated in the ruling given

in the present Opinion.

15. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all

and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.
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16. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Nine (409) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Eleventh day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five,

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF
THREE SPECIFIC NAMES PROPOSED FOR BIRDS
BY FORSTER (J.R.) IN 1794 AND OF ONE SUCH

NAME PROPOSED BY LATHAM IN 1790

RULING.—(1) The under-mentioned action is hereby
taken under the Plenary Powers :

—

(a) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
suppressed for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy :

—

elegans

Forster, 1794, as pubhshed in the combination
Motacilla elegans

;

(b) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of

Priority but not for those of the Law of Homo-
nymy :

—

(i) phaeus Forster, 1794, as pubhshed in the

combination Turdus phaeus ;

(ii) chlorotis Forster, 1794, as pubhshed in the

combination Muscicapa chlorotis
;

(iii) novaehoUandiae Latham, 1790, as published

in the combination Muscicapa novae-

hoUandiae.

AUG I 6 1956
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(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 718 to 720 respectively :

—

(i) harmonicus Latham, 1801, as pubhshed in the

combination Turdus harmonicus
;

(ii) elegans Gould, 1837, as pubhshed in the combina-
tion Malurus elegans

;

(iii) chrysops Latham, 1801, as published in the com-
bination Sylvia chrysops.

(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Specific

Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. severally specified

below :—

(a) elegans Forster, 1794, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Motacilla elegans, as suppressed under
the Plenary Powers under (l)(a) above (Name
No. 285) ;

(b) the three specific names specified in (l)(b) above,
as there suppressed under the Plenary Powers
(Name Nos. 286 to 288 respectively).

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Application submitted by the Checklist Committee of the

Royal Australian Ornithologists' Union : On 1st March 1948

Major H. M. Wliittell, O.B.E. {Bridgetown, Western Australia)

submitted to the International Commission, on behalf of the

Checklist Committee of the Royal Australasian Ornithologists'

Union, the following request for the use by the Commission of its

Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name elegans Forster,
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1794, as published in the combination Motacilla elegans, in

order thereby to validate the well-known specific name elegans

Gould, 1837, as published in the combination Malurus elegans :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the trivial name
" elegans " Gould, 1837, as published in the binominal com-

bination " Malurus elegans " (Class Aves)

By H. M. WHITTELL, O.B.E.

{On behalf of the Checklist Committee of the

Royal Australasian Ornithologists' Union.)

The Checklist Committee of the Royal Australasian Ornithologists'

Union petitions the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name elegans

Forster (J.R.), 1794, Mag. merkwUrd. neuen Reise Beschr. 5 : 128, as

published in the combination Motacilla elegans, and thereby to validate

the trivial name elegans Gould (J.), 1837, Birds Australia and adj.

Islands (1) : pi. 2, as published in the combination Malurus elegans, on
the ground that the strict application of the Regies in this case would
lead to confusion rather than stability.

2. In 1837, John Gould introduced the name Malurus elegans for a

Western Australian bird, for which this name has been in use ever

since—for a period of over 110 years.

3. In 1937, however, Mr, T. Iredale pointed out {The Emu 31 : 95

—

99) that in 1794, J. R. Forster, in his Magazin von merkwiirdigen neuen

Reise Beschreibungen applied the name Motacilla elegans to a different

bird, namely that to which in 1783 {Gen. syn. Birds 2(2) : 581) Latham
had applied the name Motacilla cyanea.

4. The two birds discussed above are currently regarded as belonging

to the same genus, and in consequence the name elegans Gould, 1837,

is invalid, being a junior secondary homonym of the name elegans

Forster, 1794. The strict applications of the Regies in the present

case would cause great confusion, for it would not only mean that the

Western Australian bird would be deprived of the name by which it

has been universally known since 1837 but would also involve the

transfer of the name elegans to another species in the same genus.



178 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

This would be a very high price to pay for the sake of bringing into
use the name elegans Forster, 1794, which has never had any currency,
virtually the only reference to it in the literature being in the account
given in Iredale in 1937.

5. It is for the foregoing reasons that the International Commission
is asked to take the action specilied in the first paragraph of the present
application. The Commission is asked at the same time (1) to place
the trivial name elegans Gould, 1837, as published in the combination
MaJurus elegans, on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, and
(2) to place the trivial name elegans Forster, 1794, as published in the
combination Motacilla elegans, on the Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Specific Trivial Naines in Zoology.

2. Expanded application submitted in 1950 by four American

and three Australian ornithologists : It had not been found

possible to make any progress with the application by the

Checklist Committee (paragraph 1 above) by the time that four

months later the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology

met in Paris in July 1948. The procedural decisions taken by that

Congress involved a certain amount of redrafting of all proposals

at that time outstanding but this could not be undertaken until

after the Official Record of the decisions taken in Paris had been

settled, which was not until January 1950. Almost immediately

after the necessary revisions had been made in the application

submitted by the Checklist Committee Colonel Richard Meinertz-

hagen, as Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature appointed by the Tenth International Orni-

thological Congress, Uppsala, 1950, transmitted to the Office

of the Commission (on 19th October 1950) an application for

the suppression under the Plenary Powers of three long-forgotten

specific names for Australian birds published by Forster in 1794.

One of the names concerned was the specific name elegans

Forster, 1794, originally published in the combination Motacilla

elegans, a request for the suppression of which had already been

received from the Checklist Committee of the Royal Australian

Ornithological Union (paragraph 1 above). The present applica-

tion was signed by seven ornithologists, of whom four were

American citizens and three were Australians. The first of these

groups was headed by Dr. Ernest Mayr (then of the American

Museum of Natural History, New York). Included in the second

group was Major H. M. Whittell, by whom the earlier application
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had been submitted on behalf of the Checklist Committee. The
following is the application so submitted :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress for nomenclatorial

purposes a paper by Forster (J.R.) containing new names for

certain Australian birds published in 1794 in volume 5 of the
" Magazin von merkwUrdigen neuen Reise

Beschreibungen "

By
ERNST MAYR

(The American Museum of Natural History, New York),

DEAN AMADON
{The American Museum of Natural History, New York),

JEAN DELACOUR
{The American Museum of Natural History, New York),

L. GLAVERT
{Natural History Museum, Perth, Western Australia),

ROBERT CUSHMAN MURPHY
{The American Museum of Natural History, New York),

D. L. SERYENTY
{Nedlands, Western Australia),

H. M. WHITTELL, O.B.E.
{Bridgetown, Western Australia)

(Communicated on 19th October 1950 by Colonel R.

Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature of the International Ornitho-

logical Congress)

The occasional discovery of long-forgotten scientific names has

been exceedingly unsettling for scientific nomenclature. To correct

this evil, the International Zoological Congress at Monaco adopted in

1913 the so-called Monaco Resolution which permits the setting aside

of the Rule of Priority whenever its application results clearly in

greater confusion than uniformity. Even though this opportunity

to save well-established names has been available since 1913, orni-

thologists have only rarely taken advantage of it. The International

Ornithological Congress at Uppsala, 1950, appointed a committee of

bird taxonomists to collaborate with the International Commission
of Zoological Nomenclature and, in particular, to call attention to

names which are in need of preservation in accordance with the

Monaco Resolution. .
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2. The names of some Australian birds seem to require action under
the Monaco Resolution. In 1937 (Emu 37 : 95—99) Tom Iredale

called attention to an overlooked paper by J. R. Forster published
in 1794 in German as an appendix to a description of the new British

colonies in Australia (Magazin von merkwurdigen neuen Reise
Beschreibungen 5 : 128). This publication contains fifteen new
scientific names which were analysed by Iredale who found that only
four have priority over names now in use. Furthermore, one of them,
namely Alcedo collaris Forster, 1794, is a homonym of Alcedo collaris

Scopoli, 1786 {DeUciae Florae Faunae insubricae 2 : 90) and was
therefore stillborn at the time of its publication.

3. Iredale analysed in detail the status of the other three names
with the following results :

—

(1) Turdus phaeus Forster, 1794, has seven years' priority over
Turdus harmonicus Latham, 1801 {Index Orn., Supp. : xii), the well-

known name of the Grey Shrikethrush called CoUuricincla harmonica
for over 130 years. To replace this well-established name at the

present time would clearly be most unfortunate, and we request

therefore the International Commission to make use of its Plenary
Powers to place the name Turdus harmonicus Latham, 1801, on the

list of nomina conservanda and the name Turdus phaeus Forster, 1794,

on the list of nomina rejecta.

(2) Action in the second case is even more important. Forster

gives the name Motacilla elegans to the bird called Malurus cynaneus
australis North, 1904. If Forster's name is accepted this bird would
receive the name Malurus cynaneus elegans Forster. However, Gould
proposed the name Malurus elegans in 1837 for a Western Australian
bird for which it has been in use for more than 100 years. A transfer

of the name elegans from the Western Australian species to the eastern

one would cause severe confusion. We request therefore the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to make use of
its Plenary Powers and place Malurus elegans Gould, 1837 {Birds

Austr. (1) : pi. 2) on the list of nomina conservanda and Motacilla
elegans Forster, 1794, on the list of nomina rejecta.

(3) The third name is Muscicapa chlorotis Forster, 1794, for a bird

generally called Muscicapa [= Meliphaga] chrysops (Latham, 1801)
{=Sylvia chrysops Latham, 1801, Index Ornith., Supp. : liv), but
which Iredale states to be antedated by Muscicapa novaehollandiae

Latham, 1790 {Index Orn. : 478).

4. Recommendation : The publication in which Forster proposed
these names is apparently exceedingly rare. It does not appear to be
in the library of the British Museum (Natural History), and these

scientific names are not included in Sherborn's Index Animalium.
The simplest way to deal with this publication would be to classify
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all the names published in this volume as nomina rejecta. The
ornithologists whose names appear at the head of this application

suggest this action to the International Commission.

II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

3. Registration of the application relating to the proposed

suppression under the Plenary Powers of certain specific n'ames for

birds proposed by Forster in 1794 : Upon the receipt in 1948 of

the application of the Checklist Committee of the Royal

Australasian Ornithologists' Union the question of the possible

use of the Commission's Plenary Powers to suppress the specific

name elegans Forster, 1794, as published in the combination

Motacilla elegans, was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 341.

The wider application later received in 1950 was allotted the

Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 494. When in 1954 these proposals

were submitted to the Commission for decision by Postal Vote

(paragraph 1 1 below), they were combined under the later of the

two foregoing Registered Numbers.

4. Supplementary Note submitted in 1951 by Mr. Francis

Hemming, Secretary to the Commission : When the proposals

discussed above were examined in detail by Mr. Hemming, as

Secretary to the Commission, he formed the conclusion that the

third of the objects sought in the later received of these applica-

tions, namely the validation of the specific name chiysops Latham,

1801, as published in the combination Sylvia chrysops, could not

be secured so long as the name novaehoUandiae Latham, 1790, as

published in the combination Muscieapa novae-hollandiae, retained
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its existing status of availability. Accordingly, on 28th April

1951 Mr. Hemming, with the approval of Colonel Meinertzhagen,

submitted to the Commission the following paper setting out the

results of the consultations which he had held with specialists

and outlining the action which he recommended should be

taken :

—

On the question whether it is necessary that the Plenary Powers
should be used to suppress the trivial name " novaehollandiae "

Latham, 1790, as published in the combination " Muscicapa
novae-hollandiae ", in order to make available the trivial

name " chrysops " Latham, 1801, as published in

the combination " Sylvia chrysops " (Class Aves)

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

When I received the application submitted to the International

Commission for the use of the Plenary Powers to suppress three trivial

names published for Australian birds by Forster (J.R.) in 1794, it

seemed to me that further clarification was needed as regards the

third of the cases submitted, for it was not clear that the action

recommended would be sufficient to secure the purpose of the

applicants, namely to ensure that the trivial name chrysops Latham,
1801, as published in the combination Sylvia chrysops, should be the

oldest trivial name available (both objectively and subjectively) for the

bird to which it is currently applied. For the applicants pointed out

that the nominal species Sylvia chrysops Latham, 1801, had been
subjectively identified by Iredale not only with the nominal species

Muscicapa chlorotis Forster, 1794, but also with the older nominal
species Muscicapa novaehollandiae Latham, 1790. The suppression

(as proposed) of the trivial name chlorotis Forster, 1794, would,
therefore, not suffice to provide availability for the trivial name chrysops

Latham, 1801.

2. With the approval of Colonel R. Meinertzhagen (through whom
this application had been submitted to the Commission), I accordingly

decided to raise this question with Dr. Ernst Mayr (American Museum
of Natural History, New York), the first of the signatories to the

application submitted to the International Commission. When my
letter reached New York, Dr. Mayr had left on a visit to Europe. On
receiving my letter, he answered direct from Europe and at the same
time sent my letter back to Dr. Dean Amadon at the American Museum,
A little later Dr. Amadon wrote me a letter quoting the views expressed

on this subject by Dr. D. L. Serventy (Nedlands, Western Australia) in
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a letter to Dr. Mayr and at the same time adding a note of his own
views on the question at issue. The views of these specialists are set

out in the following paragraphs.

3. View of Dr. Ernst Mayr {letter dated 1th April 1951) : Dr. Mayr
wrote :

—

What a pity your letter did not reach me before I left New
York . . . Most authors considered novaehollandiae Latham, 1790,

up to now as unidentifiable (a nomen dubium) and there are

indeed some outright contradictions in the description, if the

name really applies to chrysops. However, Serventy wrote me
recently that the name was based on some paintings and that

these paintings represent chrysops undoubtedly. You are therefore

entirely correct that it would be wiser to outlaw also the name
novaehollandiae. This is indeed what Serventy proposed to me
by letter. You have my full authority to act along the line of

your suggestion.

4. View of Dr. D. L. Serventy, expressed in a letter to Dr. Ernst Mayr
{communicated by Dr. Dean Amadon in a letter dated Wth April 1951) :

In a letter dated 11th April 1951 Dr. Dean Amadon quoted the

following passage from a letter previously received by Dr. Ernst Mayr
from Dr. D. L. Serventy :

—

Your paragraph on the name Muscicapa novaehollandiae is

strictly logical if one can confine oneself to the written word.
Unfortunately, the name is based also on the coloured plate and a

textual description in a work by John White " Journal of a Voyage
to New South Wales ", an extract from which I enclose.

You will see that certain portions of White's original description

are omitted by Latham. The plate, which is in colour, is not a
very good one but I think it can be accepted to represent the bird

we now know as Meliphaga chrysops. In the plate the bill is

shown as being down-curved and is black at the base and tip.

The most striking discrepancy between the plate and the actual

bird is the absence of the black lines at the side of the head but

this may have been due to the fact that the head on the plate is

very dark except for the yellow ear coverts.

My copy of White was bought some years ago from Tom Iredale

who told me that it was one of the original copies owned by
Mathews. There are several annotations in pencil by Mathews in
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it and the plate of the Yellow-eared Flycatcher is labelled in

Mathews' hand-writing as M. ornata. This is the view which
Mathews also held in his " Birds of Australia ", vol. 2, but in

the 1931 list he used novaehoUandiae as the prior name for

M. chrysops.

It is quite impossible that the bird figured by White might
have been M. ornata which is an inland bird in New South Wales.
The only two possibilities are M. fusca or M. chrysops, and the

bird represented to me appears to be the latter.

I think that the only thing to do now is to endeavour to place the

name Muscicapa novaehoUandiae on the list of nomina rejecta.

5. Comment by Dr. Dean Amadon {letter dated llth April 1951) :

In the letter containing the foregoing extract from the letter from
Dr. Serventy quoted in the preceding paragraph, Dr. Amadon added
the following comment :

You will see from this that Serventy believes that this name
Muscicapa novaehoUandiae Latham, 1790, applies to the bird

now known as Meliphaga chrysops and thinks that the name
novaehoUandiae, as well as chlorotis, should be declared nomina
rejecta. It may be emphasised that there is some doubt still as to

whether the name novaehoUandiae actually does refer to the

species in question.

6. Conclusion : It is evident from the foregoing statements that,

although there is still room for difference of opinion regarding the

identity, of the species represented by the name Muscicapa novae-

hoUandiae Latham, 1790, the likelihood of the species in question

being the same as that represented by the nominal species Sylvia

chrysops Latham, 1801, is so great that, so long as the first of these

names remains available nomenclatorially, it will never be possible

to secure the object sought by the applicants, namely that the trivial

name chrysops Latham shall be unquestionably the oldest available

trivial name for the bird now known as MeUphaga chrysops (Latham,
1801).

5. Support for the action proposed received from the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature prior to the publication

of the present applications : On 4th April 1952 Colonel Meinertz-

hagen, as Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature, addressed the following letter to the Commission
notifying the support of the Committee for the action proposed
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in the present case, including the supplementary action recom-

mended in Mr. Hemming's Note of 28th April 1951 (paragraph

4 above) :

—

Support by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature
of the International Ornithological Congress for the proposals

submitted by Dr. Ernst Mayr and others for the use of the

Plenary Powers to suppress for nomenclatorial purposes

a paper containing new names for certain Australian

birds published by Forster in 1794

Communication received from the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Letter dated 4th April 1952 from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen,
Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature of the International Ornithological Congress

On 19th October 1950 I forwarded to you, for favour of decision by
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, an
application which had been sent to me, as Chairman of the Standing
Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature, by Dr. Ernst Mayr and
others, asking the International Commission to use its Plenary Powers
for the purpose of suppressing, for nomenclatorial purposes, a paper
containing new names by J. R. Forster for certain Australian birds

published in 1794 in volume 5 of the Magazin von merkwurdigen
neuen Reise Beschreibungen.

I have now to inform you that the proposals drawn up by Dr. Mayr
have since been examined by the Standing Committee on Orni-

thological Nomenclature, each member of which has signed the

attached copy of Dr. Mayr's application. In the name of the Standing
Committee (Professor Berlioz, Dr. Stresemann, Dr. Zimmer and
myself) I accordingly beg to ask you to inform the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature that the foregoing application

has the full support of the Standing Committee.

In the case of the third of the names dealt with in the foregoing

application, the International Commission is asked to treat the

application as one for the suppression not only of the trivial name
chlorotis Forster, 1794, as published in the combination Muscicapa
chlorotis, but also of the trivial name novaehollandiae Latham, 1790,

as published in the binominal combination Muscicapa novae-hollandiae,

since, as explained in the application, the identification by Iredale of

Latham's novaehollandiae constitutes just as much a threat to the

name (chrysops) commonly applied to this species as does Forster's

name chlorotis.
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The action which the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is asked to take is that it should :

—

(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress :

—

(a) the trivial name elegans Forster, 1794, as published in the

combination Motacilla elegans, for the purposes both
of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy

;

(b) the under-mentioned trivial names for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy :

—

(i) phaeus Forster, 1794, as published in the combina-
tion Turdus phaeus

;

(ii) chlorotis Forster, 1794, as published in the com-
bination Muscicapa chlorotis

;

(iii) novaehollandiae Latham, 1790, as published in the

combination Muscicapa novae-hollandiae
;

(2) place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Ojficial List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology :

—

(a) harmonicus Latham, 1801, as published in the combination
Turdus harmonicus ;

(b) elegans Gould, 1837, as published in the combination
Malurus elegans

;

(c) chrysops Latham, 1801, as published in the combination
Sylvia chrysops

;

(3) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Trivial Names in Zoology the four trivial names specified in

(1) above, as there proposed to be suppressed under the

Plenary Powers.

6. Publication of the applications submitted in the present case

and of the supplementary documents received in regard thereto :

The two applications received in the present case (paragraphs 1

and 2), together with Mr. Hemming's Supplementary Note
(paragraph 4), were sent to the printer on 30th January 1952

;

the letter of support received from the Standing Committee

on Ornithological Nomenclature (paragraph 5) was similarly

despatched immediately upon its receipt. These documents were

published on 15th October 1952 in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Whittell (for the

Checklist Committee of the Royal Australasian Ornithologists'

Union), 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 44 ; Mayr (E.), et al., 1952,

ibid. 9 : 45—46 ; Hemming, 1952, ibid. 9 : 47—49 ; Meinertz-

hagen (for the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature), 1952, ibid. 9 : 50—51).
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7. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 {1950,. Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

appUcation by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was pubUshed), (b) to the other prescribed serial

pubUcations, and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publica-

tions or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The
names of the serials and institutions in question have been given

in the Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name
Colymbus Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt

with the first of the series of applications submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

8. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from
ornithological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the appUcations pubhshed in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a specialist

who was opposed to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers.

The communications so received have been reproduced in the

Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbus)'^, those supporting

the applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above applications being given in

Part 2.

9. Comments directly relating to the present case : In addition

to communications of general support referred to in paragraph 8

above, one communication specifically relating to the present

case and intimating support for the action proposed was received

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.

^ See Footnote I above
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in the Office of the Commission. This communication, which was
signed by six United States ornithologists, is reproduced in the

immediately following paragraph. No communication speci-

fically objecting to the action proposed was received from any
source.

10. Particular support for the action proposed in the present case

received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne and five other United States

ornithologists : On 18th March 1953 Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne
(Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-mentioned

speciahsts addressed to the Commission a joint letter of support

for the action proposed in the present case : (a) Robert W,
Storer (Musewn of Zoology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) ; (b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.)
;

(c) Ohn Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota,

U.S.A.)
; (d) Frank A. Pitelka (Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) ;

(e) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so

received was as follows :

—

We, the under-signed, wish to express our strong approval of

proposal No. 6 (concerning phaeus {Turdus), etc.) published on page
3^ of vol. 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope
that your Commission will take favorable action on it.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

11. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)67 : On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(54)67) was issued in which the Members of

the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against " the

proposal relating to three names of birds published by Forster

(J.R.) in 1794 and matters incidental thereto, as specified in

Points (1) to (3) on page 51 of volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological

Nomenclature [i.e. the Points so numbered in the last paragraph

of the letter from Colonel Meinertzhagen, dated 4th April 1952,

reproduced in paragraph 5 of the present Opinion^ ".

* The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 6 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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12. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954,

13. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)67 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)67 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)

Hemming ; do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ; Mertens

Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Stoll ; Jaczewskl
;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

14. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954, Mr.
Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting as

Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)67,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in

paragraph 13 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in

the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission
in the matter aforesaid.

15. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 14th October 1955 Mi. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that RuUng were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)67.
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16. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

chlorotis, Muscicapa, Forster (J.R.), 1794, Mag. merkwUrdig.

neuen Reise Beschreib. 5 : 128

chrysops, Sylvia, Latham, 1801, Index Ornith., Suppl. : liv

elegans, Motacilla, Forster (J.R.), 1794, Mag. merkwUrdig. neuen

Reise Beschreib. 5 : 128

elegans, Malurus, Gould, 1837, Birds Austr. (1) : pi. 2

harmonicus, Turdus, Latham, 1801, Index Ornith., Suppl. : xii

novaehollandiae, Muscicapa, Latham, 1790, Index Ornith. : 478

phaeus, Turdus, Forster (J.R.), 1794, Mag. merkwUrdig. neuen

Reise Beschreib. 5 : 128

17. At the time of the submission of the present apphcation

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruling given in the present Opinion.

18. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in

virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

19. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Ten (410) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Fourteenth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St.; London E C 2
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EMENDATION OF THE SPELLING OF THE SPECIFIC
NAMES OF THE SHORT-TOED LARK AND THE

EGYPTIAN VULTURE

RULING.—(1) It is hereby directed that the spelUng
of the under-mentioned specific names be emended as

follows :

—

(a) The specific name brachydactila Leisler, 1814, as

published in the combination Alauda brachy-

dactila, to be emended to brachydactyla
;

(b) The specific name perenopterus Linnaeus, 1758, as

pubhshed in the combination Vultur perenopterus,

to be emended to perenopterus.

(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 721 and 722 respectively :

—

(a) brachydactyla (emend, of brachydactila) Leisler,

1814, as pubhshed in the combination Alauda
brachydactila

;

(b) perenopterus (emend, of perenopterus) Linnaeus,

1758, as pubhshed in the combination Vultur

perenopterus.

(3) The specific names specified in (l)(a) and (l)(b)

above and there rejected as Invalid Original Spellings

are hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and

AUG 1 6 1958
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Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Nos.
289 and 290 respectively.

I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950 Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature of the International Ornithological Congress, submitted

to the Commission on behalf of the Standing Committee the

following application for the emendation of the specific names of

the Short-toed Lark, the Egyptian Vulture and the Green

Sandpiper :

—

Proposed emendation, under Article 19, of the trivial names of three

species of bird which, when first published, were incorrectly spelt

Application submitted by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter dated 19th October 1950, with enclosure,

from Colonel R. Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing
Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the Inter-

national Ornithological Congress

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature I beg to forward to you the following recommendation relating

to the acceptance of emendations of the trivial names of three bird

species for favour of decision by the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Each of the trivial names concerned is the oldest available for the

species concerned, and it is accordingly recommended that these

three names, when emended, should be placed on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.

ENCLOSURE

Proposed correction of faulty orthography in the case of

the trivial names of three species of bird

Alauda brachydactila Leisler, 1814, Annalen der Wetterauischen

Gesellschaft fijr die Gesammte Naturkunde 3(2) : 357

Vultur perenopterus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 87

Tringa ocrophus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 149
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These names, as originally spelled, are faulty Latin, they offend

the cultured mind and are meaningless.

Under Article 19, these names should be regarded as cases of" fautes

d'orthographe " or " fautes d'impression " and should be emended
to read :

—

Alauda brachydactyla Leisler. fipfxxv? short. Sa/cruAo? toe.

Vultur percnopterus Linnaeus. TrepKvog dusky. vrepov wing.

Tn'nga ochropus Linnaeus.^ wxpo? pale yellow, ttovs foot.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN : Chairman of the Standing Committee.

J. BERLIOZ : Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris.

E. STRESEMANN : Zoologisches Museum der Universitdt, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER : The American Museum of Natural History,

New York.

2. Partial overlap between the present application and Applica-

tion Z.N.(S.) 274 submitted by the Secretary to the Commission

in response to a request addressed to him at the Session of the

Commission held in Paris in 1948 : It should be noted that in one

respect the present application by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature overlaps with a proposal numbered
Z.N.(S.) 274 for the completion of the Ruling given in Opinion 16

submitted by the Secretary to the Commission in response to

a request addressed to him at the Session of the Commission held

in Paris in 1948 (Hemming, 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 70—75).

The overlap involved arises in connection with the proposed

emendation to ochropus of the specific name ocrophus Linnaeus,

1758, as published in the combination Tringa ocrophus. This

suggested emendation arose incidentally in Mr. Hemming's
Report Z.N.(S.) 274 in connection with the proposed addition

of the generic name Tringa Linnaeus, 1758, to the Official List

of Generic Names in Zoology, while it formed the third of the

principal proposals submitted by the Standing Committee on

Ornithological Nomenclature in its Application Z.N.(S.)491.

Attention was drawn to this overlap by Mr. Hemming in a note

^ At the time of the publication of this application a footnote was inserted

at this point drawing attention to the partial overlap discussed in paragraph 2
of the present Opinion between the present application and an application

published in the same Part of the Bulletin which was concerned with certain

names discussed in Opinion 16, of which one was the name ocropfnis Linnaeus,

1758, as published in the combination Tringa ocrophus.
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{loc. cit. : 75) annexed to Appendix 2 of his report Z.N.(S.) 274,

in order that the appUcations concerned might be co-ordinated

at the time when the Commission came to vote upon them.

Particulars of the action ultimately taken to deal with this matter

are given in paragraph 13 of the present Opinion.

11. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

3. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt

of the application of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature the question of the emendation of the three specific

names dealt with therein was allotted the Registered Number
Z.N.(S.)491.

4. Publication ofthe present application : The present application

was sent to the printer on 30th January 1952 and was published

on 15th October of that year in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of

the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Meinertzhagen (for the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature), 1952,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 52).

5. Issue of Public Notices : In view of the fact that the applica-

tions pubHshed in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature constituted the first move to promote
stability in ornithological nomenclature taken by the Commission
for many years it was decided to take exceptional measures for

bringing these applications before ornithologists in all parts of

the world. First, Public Notice was given for applications not

involving the use of the Plenary Powers equally with those

applications which did involve the use of those Powers. Second,

this Public Notice was not only given in the normal prescribed

manner, but in addition was given to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
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Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

6. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a general

character relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature

published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoo-
logical Nomenclature. These comments came from ornithological

institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual specialists.

Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave general support

to the applications pubHshed in the foregoing Triple-Part. The
single remaining comment was from a speciahst who was opposed

to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers. The com-
munications so received have been reproduced in the Appendix
annexed to Opinion 401^ (Colymbus), those supporting the applica-

tions referred to above being given in Part 1, the single comment
in opposition to the above appHcations being given in Part 2.

7. Particular support for the present application received from

M. Noel Mayaud (Faculte des Sciences de Paris) : On 17th March
1953, M. Noel Mayaud {Faculte des Sciences de Paris) addressed

a letter to the Commission commenting upon a number of the

applications relating to ornithological nomenclature published

in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature. As regards the present application M. Mayaud
intimated his support in the following terms :

—

II parait logique de rectifier de cette faQon I'orthographe de ces

noms : brachydactyla Leisler, 1814, Alauda
;

percnopterus Linne,

1758, Vultur ; ochropus (nee ocrophus) Linne, 1758, Tringa.

8. Procedural problems considered at the time of the formulation

of the proposals to be submitted to the Commission for vote :

Two problems of a procedural character called for consideration

at the time when the stage was reached for Mr. Hemming, as

Secretary, to prepare a Voting Paper for submission to the

Commission. The first of these arose from the fact that subse-

quent to the publication of the present application in the Bulletin

^ See Footnote 2 above.
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of Zoological Nomenclature the provision in the Regies relating

to the emendation of names had been completely revised by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, in a manner wliich, contrary to the position obtaining at

the time of the submission of the present application, would have

called for the use of the Plenary Powers if the names dealt with

in the present application were to be emended in the way proposed.

On this point it was decided to draw the attention of the Com-
mission to the fact that the Copenhagen Congress, when revising

the provisions relating to the emendation of names, had introduced

a provision safeguarding the position of cases dealt with by the

Commission prior to the promulgation of the revised text of the

Regies. Second, it was necessary to consider the situation

created by the overlap discussed in paragraph 2 above in relation

to the name ocrophus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the com-
bination Tringa ocrophus, between (i) the application submitted

by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature

(i.e. the application dealt with in the present Opinion) and (ii)

the application submitted by the Secretary in connection with the

completion of the Ruling given in Opinion 16. On this subject

it was decided that the Commission should be invited to vote

on each of these applications in the form in which it was originally

submitted in the knowledge that, as had been previously pointed

out, the overlap referred to above existed and would need to be

resolved at the time when the Opinion embodying the Com-
mission's decision on the first of the above applications and the

Direction embodying its decision on the second of these applica-

tions came to be prepared.

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)68 : On 14th May 1954 a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)68) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the emendation of three specific names
of birds, as recommended by the Standing Committee on Ornitho-

logical Nomenclature in the note set out on page 52 of vol. 9
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of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, the speUing there

proposed to be rejected to be placed on the Official Index at the

same tmie that the proposed emendations are placed on the

Official List " [i.e. in the application reproduced in the first

paragraph of the present Opinion'].

10. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

11. Particulars of tlie Voting on Votiag Paper V.P.(54)68 :

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the

voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by thefollowing nineteen (19)

Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes were

received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.S.) ; Hemming ;

do Amaral ; Jaczewski ; Pearson ; Hanko ; Mertens
;

Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; StoU
;

(b) Negative Votes

:

None

;

.

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None

;

12. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 1 1 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Com-
mission in the matter aforesaid.
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13. Action taken to resolve the overlap between the application

dealt with in the present " Opinion " and Application Z.N.(S.) 274

relating to the proposed completion of the Ruling given in

" Opinion " 16 : At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period in

respect of the cases of ornithological nomenclature dealt with

in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature it was found that the Commission had unanimously

approved the emendation to ochropus of the name ocrophus

Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Tringa ocrophus,

(a) by its vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68 on the application

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature (i.e. the application dealt with in the present Opinion)

and by its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)73 on the application

submitted by the Secretary for the completion of the Ruling

given in Opinion 16. In these circumstances the Secretary on

17th August 1954 executed a Minute directing that the decision

of the Commission in the matter of the foregoing name be

embodied in whichever of the Opinions promulgating the decisions

taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68 and V.P.(54)73 respectively

was the first to be prepared. In the year 1954 a new Series styled

Directions was instituted for the promulgation in the first instance

of decisions taken by the Commission for the purpose of com-
pleting Rulings given by the Commission in the period up to the

end of 1936 in cases where such action was needed. By the

month of April 1955 a stage had been reached when the next

Direction to be prepared (Direction 17) was that in relation to the

completion of the Ruling given in Opinion 16 on which the

Commission had voted on Voting Paper V.P.(54)73. In accord-

ance with the direction given in the Secretary's Minute of 17th

August 1954, the decision in regard to the specific name ocrophus

Linnaeus, 1758, taken both on the foregoing Voting Paper and

also on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68 was accordingly embodied in

Direction 17*.

14. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 15th October 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

* Direction 17, which was rendered on 9th April 1955, was published on 14th

July 1955 {Ops. Decls. int. Comvi. zool. Nomencl. 1(C.) : 89—112).
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of the proposal approved by the International Commission in

its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)68, subject to the omission

therefrom of the portion of the subject-matter of that decision

which, as explained in paragraph 13 above, had formed the

subject of a Vote by the Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)73, taken simultaneously with its Vote on Voting Paper
V.P.(54)68, and which had already been embodied in the Ruling

given in Direction 1 7, the Direction embodying the decision taken

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)73. .

15. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names which by the Ruling given in the present

Opinion were placed in an emended form on the Ojficial List of
Specific Names in Zoology, the Invalid Original Spellings, cited

below, being at the same time placed on the Ojficial Index of
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :

—

brachydactUa [sic], Alauda, Leisler, 1814, Ann. Wetterau. Ges.

Gesammte Naturk. 3(2) : 357

perenopterus [sic], Vultur, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 ; 87

16. At the time of the submission of the present application the

name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was " trivial

name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, which

at the same time made corresponding changes in the titles of the

Official List and Official Index of names of this category. These

changes in terminology have been incorporated in the Ruling

given in the present Opinion.

17. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission

by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of

all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.
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18. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Eleven (411) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Fifteenth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five:

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF
NEW NAMES PROPOSED BY LINNAEUS IN THE
PAMPHLET ENTITLED "A CATALOGUE OF THE
BIRDS, BEASTS, FISHES, INSECTS . . . CONTAINED
IN EDWARDS'S NATURALHISTORY"PUBLISHED

IN 1776

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers all new
names or new spellings for previously published names
proposed by Linnaeus in the pamphlet entitled A Catalogue

of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects . . . contained in

Edwards's Natural History are hereby suppressed for the

purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of

Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned generic name for a taxon
belonging to the Class Aves, as suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (1) above, is hereby placed on
the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names
in Zoology with the Name No. 438 :

—

Vermivora Linnaeus,

1776.

AUG 1 6 1956
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(3) The under-mentioned specific names (or new
spellings for previously published specific names) for

taxa belonging to the Class Aves, as suppressed under

the Plenary Powers under (1) above, are hereby placed

on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. severally specified

below :

—

(a) americ. [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the

combination Vermivora americ. [sic] (Name No.
291);

(b) arararacina" Linnaeus, 1 776, as published in the com-
bination Psittacus arararacina (Name No. 292)

;

(c) bicator Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the com-
bination Coracias bicator (Name No. 293) ;

(d) calidris Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Motacitta [sic] calidris (Name No. 294) ;

(e) cinereus Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Todos [sic] cinereus (Name No. 295) ;

(f) dominica Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the com-
bination Loxia dominica (Name No. 296) ;

(g) fiilcolinus Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the

combination Tetrao falcolinus (Name No. 297) ;

(h) globifera Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the
combination Crax globifera (Name No. 298) ;

(i) hybrida Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Meleagris hybrida (Name No. 299) ;

(j) lutea Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the com-
bination Muscicapa lutea (Name No. 300) ;

(k) nyctelea Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the com-
bination Strix nyctelea (Name No. 301) ;

(1) pensylvanica [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as published in

the combination Passer pensylvanica [sic] (Name
No. 302)

;

^ This extraordinary misspelling was inadvertently made less extraordinary by
Peters (1950) who, as shown in the table given in paragraph 4 of the present
Opinion, reported Linnaeus as having used the spelling araracina in 1776. As
there shown, the correct spelling is ararauna {Psittacus ararauna Linnaeus, 1758,

Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 96).
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{m) senegallensis Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the

combination Picus senegallensis (Name No. 303) ;

(n) spectrum Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13, ref. Edwards's
pi. 315), as published in the combination Psittacus

spectrum (Name No. 304)

;

(o) spectrum Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13, ref. Edwards's
pi. 316), as pubhshed in the combination P^'/^^acw^

spectrum (Name No. 305) ;

(p) umbellatus Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the

combination Tetrao umbellatus (Name No. 306) ;

(q) voarula Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the com-
bination Motacilla voarula (Name No. 307) ;

(r) zeylonicus Linnaeus, 1776, as pubhshed in the

combination Turdus zeylonicus (Name No. 308).

(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed
on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the

Name No. 996 :

—

Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819 (gender :

neuter) (type species, by monotypy : Motacilla vermivora

Gmelin (J.F.), [1789]).

(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. severally specified below :

—

(a) magnolia Wilson, 1811, as published in the com-
bination Sylvia magnolia (Name No. 723) ;

(b) albicollis Gmehn (J.F,), [1789], as pubhshed in the

combination Fringilla albicollis (Name No. 724)

;

(c) vermivora Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as pubhshed in the

combination Motacilla vermivora (Name No. 725).

(6) The title of the work specified in (1) above, as there

suppressed under the Plenary Powers, is hereby placed on
the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in

Zoological Nomenclature with the Title No. 32.
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I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 19th October 1950 Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen,

Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature established by the Tenth International Ornithological

Congress, Uppsala, 1950, addressed to the Commission a letter

with which he transmitted two documents. Each of these

contained a request for the suppression under the Commission's

Plenary Powers of certain names for birds proposed by Linnaeus

in a pamphlet entitled A Catalogue of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes,

Insects . . . contained in Edwards's Natural History published in

1776, a work which had been completely ignored until shortly

before the submission of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter, when an

attempt had been made by one author to introduce certain of the

names concerned in place of names currently in use. The first

of the documents enclosed with Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter

was an application prepared by nine American ornithologists
;

the second was a statement prepared by the Standing Committee,

commenting upon, and supporting, the application prepared by

the American ornithologists. Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter,

with its two enclosures, was as follows :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress three completely

overlooked trivial names applied by Linnaeus to North American
birds in 1776, together with an equally overlooked generic

name published on the same occasion

Application submitted by
Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of the

International Ornithological Congress

Covering letter dated 19th October 1950, from Colonel R.
Meinertzhagen, Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature.

As Chairman of the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature, I have received an appHcation signed by nine American
ornithologists asking that the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature should permanently suppress three trivial names
proposed by Linnaeus for North American birds, the publication of
which in 1776 has been brought to light through papers by Mr. W. L.

McAtee published in 1949 and 1950 respectively. The three names
which form the subject of the foregoing application were published
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in a hitherto entirely overlooked list entitled " A Catalogue of the
Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects, Plants, etc., contained in Edwards's
Natural History ".

The application received in regard to these names is submitted
herewith for consideration by the International Commission (Enclosure

1). That application has been considered by the Standing Committee
on Ornithological Nomenclature, the statement prepared by which is

now submitted as Enclosure 2.

The three trivial names covered by the present application namely
lutea Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Muscicapa lutea;

pensyhanica Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Passer
pensylvanica, and americ. [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the

combination Vermivora americ. [sic], have never been used for the

species concerned, apart from the occasion on which they were first

published. The same is true of the generic name Vermivora Linnaeus,

1776, the name used as the generic name for the third of the foregoing

species. The introduction at this date of the foregoing names would
cause much unnecessary confusion and would serve no useful purpose
whatever. It is for this reason that the International Commission is

accordingly asked (1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress for the

purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy
(a) the generic name Vermivora Linnaeus, 1776, and (b) the three specific

trivial names specified above, (2) to place the foregoing names on the

appropriate Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Names, (3) to place

on the Official List of Specific Trivial Names in Zoology the trivial

names currently used for the species concerned, namely : (i) the name
magnolia Wilson, 181 1, as published in the combination Sylvia magnolia,

(ii) the name albicollis Gmelin, [1789], as published in the combination
Fringilla albicollis, (iii) the name vermivora Gmelin, [1789], as published

in the combination Motacilla vermivora
; (4) to place the name

Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819 (gender of generic name : neuter) (type

species, by monotypy ; Motacilla vermivora Gmelin, [1789] on the

Official List of Generic Names in Zoology.

ENCLOSURE 1

Application submitted by nine American ornithologists

The International Zoological Congress at Monaco (1913) adopted a

special article appended to the International Code of Zoological

Nomenclature which gives the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature authority to suspend the rules if their application would
result in greater confusion than uniformity. This rule is to be applied

specifically in cases where long-forgotten names are unearthed that

have priority over well-established names. At the International

Ornithological Congress at Uppsala a committee was established at

the suggestion of the Secretary of the International Commission,
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Mr. Francis Hemming, to collaborate with the International Com-
mission with particular reference to the Monaco Resolution. The
undersigned submit to this committee the following request for a

suspension of the rule of priority in order to preserve three well-

known names of North American birds. We ask the committee to

endorse our application and to forward it to the International

Commission.

2. The work in which the overlooked names occur is a publication by
Linnaeus, consisting of a catalogue of the birds and other animals

contained in Edwards's Natural History, published in 1776. All the

details about this publication are presented by Mr. James L. Peters,

1950 {Auk. 67 : 375—377). Eighteen new names are proposed in this

publication, but many of them are actually only misspellings of
established names. In only three cases is the nomenclature of accepted

bird names threatened. They are as follows :

—

(1) Magnolia Warbler. The species name magnolia Wilson,

1811 {Sylvia magnolia Wilson, 1811, Amer. Ornith. 3 : 63) has

been applied to this species for many generations. The name is

antedated by Muscicapa lutea Linnaeus, 1776 (: 11) in the recently

discovered publication.

(2) White-throated Sparrow. This species has been known for

more than 150 years under the name albicollis Gmelin {Fringilh

albicollis Gmehn, [1789], in Linneaus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13)1(2) :

921). This name is antedated by Passer pensylvanica Linnaeus,

1776 (: 13).

(3) Worm-eating Warbler. This species has been known under
the name vermivora Gmelin, [1789] {Motacilla vermivora Gmelin,

1789, in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 951) for more than
150 years. It is antedated by Vermivora americ. Linnaeus, 1776

(: 13).

3. So far as known, none of the three Linnean names has been
cited in the literature between 1776 and 1949 when Mr. McAtee first

called attention to this publication. The names had thus been forgotten

for a period of 173 years. On the other hand, the names which they

would replace are the well-established names of some of our most
familiar birds. They have been listed literally in many thousands of
publications.

4. This is clearly a case in which strict adherence to priority would
result in greater confusion than uniformity. The International Com-
mission is therefore requested to place the Linnean names Muscicapa
lutea. Passer pensylvanica and Vermivora americ. on the list of nomina
rejecta, and in turn to place the names Sylvia mangolia Wilson, 1811,

Fringilla albicollis Gmelin, [1789], and Motacilla vermivora Gmelin,

[1789], on the list of nomina conservanda.
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5. Failure of speedy action on this request would result in grave
damage to the prestige of taxonomy.

E. R. BLAKE {Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, III.)

H. G. DEIGNAN {U.S. National Museum, Washington, D.C.)

JOHN E. EMLIN, Jr. {Zoological Laboratory, University of Wisconsin)

ALDEN H. MILLER {California)

FRANK A. PITELKA {Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of
California, Berkeley)

A. L. RAND {Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago, III.)

CHARLES H. ROGERS {Princeton, New Jersey)

M. A. TRAYLOR, Jr. {Chicago Natural History Museum, Chicago,
III)

ALBERT WOLFSON {North Western University, Evanston, III.)

ENCLOSURE 2

Statement prepared by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature

(1) The generic name Vermivora Linnaeus, 1776, Cat. Birds, Beasts,

Fishes, Insects . . . in Edwards's Natural History : 13.

It is recommended that the above name should be made a

nomen rejectum and that the following name by which the genus
concerned is now known should be made a nomen conservan-

dum:—Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819, /. Physique 88 : 418 (type

species, by monotypy : Motacilla vermivora Gmehn, [1789],

in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 951).

(2) The trivial name comprised in the specific name Muscicapa lutea

Linnaeus, 1776, ibid. : 11.

It is recommended that the above name be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the name
currently accepted for this species, namely Sylvia magnolia

Wilson, 1811, Amer. Ornith. 3 : 63, be made a nomen con-

servandum.

(3) The trivial name comprised in the specificnamQPasserpensylvanica

Linnaeus, 1776, ibid. : 13.

It is recommended that the above name be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the specific

name currently accepted for this species, namely Fringilla

albicollis Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13)

1(2) : 96 (" Pennsylvania "), be made a nomen conservandum.
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(4) The trivial name comprised in the specific name Vermivora
americ. [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, ibid. : 13.

It is recommended that the above name be made a nomen
rejectum and that the trivial name comprised in the specific

name currently accepted for this species, namely Motacilla

vermivora Gmelin, [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13)

1(2) : 951 (" Pennsylvania "), be made a nomen conservandum.

R. MEINERTZHAGEN, Chairman of the Standing Committee.

E. STRESEMANN, Zoologisches Museum der Universitat, Berlin.

JOHN T. ZIMMER, The American Museum of Natural History,

New York.

2. Application for the entire suppression of the '^ Catalogue of

Birds " of Linnaeus for nomenclatorial purposes : On 3rd April

1951 Dr. John T. Zimmer, a member of the Standing Committee
on Ornithological Nomenclature and a signatory to the application

annexed as Enclosure 2 to Colonel JVIeinertzhagen's letter of 19th

November 1950 (reproduced in the immediately preceding

paragraph of the present Opinion), addressed a letter to the

Commission, in which jointly with five other specialists, he asked

on behalf of the Committee on Nomenclature of the American
Museum of Natural History, New York, for the entire suppression

for nomenclatorial purposes of the pamphlet by Linnaeus on the

names for the taxa figured by Edwards, the suppression of four

names in which had previously been asked for by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature. The communication
received from Dr. Zimmer and his colleagues was as follows :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress for nomenclatorial

purposes the names by Linnaeus published in 1776 in the pamphlet
entitled " A Catalogue of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects,

Plants, . . . contained in Edwards's Natural History "

Application submitted by
The Committee on Nomenclature of The American Museum of

Natural History, New York

(Application dated 3rd April 1951)

The Committee on Nomenclature, of the Scientific Staff of the

American Museum of Natural History, New York, is of the opinion
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that the best interests of zoological nomenclature will be served by
declaring the following publication to be eliminated from consideration

as respects its systematic names as of this publication and date :

Linnaeus, A Catalogue of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects, Plants, etc.

contained in Edwards's Natural History, in seven volumes, London,
1776.

Mont A. Cazier
Edwin H. Colbert

Norman D. Newell
George H. H. Tate
John T. Zimmer (Chairman)

IL—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

3. Registration of the applications involved in the present case :

Upon the receipt of Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter covering

the two independent applications, of which the latter had been

prepared by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature the question of the possible suppression under the Plenary

Powers of certain names in Linnaeus's Catalogue of Birds, etc.,

of 1776 was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 502. The
wider application received later from the Committee on Nomen-
clature of the American Museum of Natural History, New York,

in which the Commission was asked to suppress the foregoing

Catalogue completely for nomenclatorial purposes was similarly

allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S). 649. Later, these two

files were amalgamated under the Number Z.N.(S.) 502.

4. Submission of an analysis of the bird names in Linnaeus's
" Catalogue of Birds ..." of 1776 : In the course of corres-

pondence in the early part of 1952 the late Dr. James L. Peters,

then President of the International Commission, drew the

attention of the Secretary to an analysis of the bird names in

Linnaeus's Catalogue of Birds ... of 1776 which he had pubHshed

in 1950 (Peters, Auk 67 : 375—377). In this letter (dated 26th

March 1952) Dr. Peters expressed the view with reference to the
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application from the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature (the receipt of which had been reported to him by

Mr, Hemming) " that the entire list either should be suppressed

or should be upheld and that individual cases should not be

singled out for action ". Upon the receipt of Dr. Peters's letter

Mr. Hemming decided that it would be helpful to the Commission

if it were to have before it an analysis of the conclusions reached

by Dr. Peters on the bird names in Linnaeus's Catalogue of 1776.

For this purpose Mr. Hemming prepared for the consideration

of the Commission the following paper drawing attention to

Dr. Peters's paper of 1950 and giving a table of the new Linnean

names of 1776 and of the new spellings for older names then

pubhshed which Dr. Peters had noted :

—

On the proposal by the Nomenclature Committee of the American
Museum of Natural History, New York, for the suppression under

the Plenary Powers of the Linnean names published in 1776 in

the " Catalogue of Edwards's Natural History " with special

reference to the new names for Birds

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

When the International Commission comes to consider the applica-

tion submitted by the Nomenclature Committee of the American
Museum of Natural History, New York, that the Plenary Powers
should be used to suppress all the new names by Linnaeus published
in 1776 in the Catalogue of Edwards's Natural History {Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 6 : 163), it will be necessary to consider two questions which
would call for decision if it were proposed to take action in the sense

recommended.

2. The points to be considered are :

—

(1) If this work were to be suppressed for nomenclatorial purposes,

should that suppression be absolute (i.e. should that suppression

apply for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the

Law of Homonymy) or should it be limited, either for all

names in the book or for some of them, to the Law of Priority ?

(2) If the whole work were to be suppressed for either or both of the

foregoing purposes, what steps ought to be taken to give effect

in this case to the general direction of the International Congress
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of Zoology that adequate measures should be taken to ensure

that the decision so taken is clearly related to the individual

names involved (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 334).

3. On Point (1) the position is, so far as I know, that in one group
only has a detailed survey been made of the new names in this Catalogue.

The group concerned is the birds, as regards which Dr. James L. Peters

{Museum of Comparative Zoology, Cambridge, Mass., U.S.A.) has

published (1950, Auk 67 : 375—377) a complete Hst of the names
involved. In view of the fact that the names concerned have thus

acquired considerable prominence, I suggest that, if the Commission
were to use its Plenary Powers to suppress this work, the logical

course, as regards the bird names, would be to suppress them for the

purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homo-
nymy. The effect of such a decision would be to prevent these names
or any of them from taking priority over names in current use but at

the same time, by maintaining the status of these names for purposes

of homonymy, to prevent the confusion which might arise if the same
trivial names were later to be applied to other species in the genera

concerned. In the case of the groups, other than birds, no publicity

in modern times has, so far as I am aware, been given to the names in

question ; it would seem appropriate, therefore, that, if the names
in this Catalogue are to be rejected, the names of taxonomic units

belonging to groups other than birds should be suppressed absolutely,

that is, both for the purposes of the Law of Priority and also for those

of the Law of Homonymy.

4. On Point (2), it would be necessary, if the Catalogue were to be

suppressed, to ask specialists in the various groups concerned to

examine that work and to report which names in it were new and would
therefore be affected by the general decision taken. The names so

reported would then be placed on the Official Indexes of Rejected and
Invalid Names. In the case of the bird names in the Catalogue the

required information is already available through the paper by Dr. Peters

referred to in paragraph 3 above, where it is shown that in the Catalogue

there are one generic name and eighteen trivial names which are either

new or have been so changed in spelling as, in Dr. Peters's opinion, to

rank as new names. Particulars regarding these names have been

extracted from Dr. Peters's paper and are given in the annexes attached

hereto.

ANNEXE 1

One new generic name for a bird by Linnaeus published in 1776 in the
" Catalogue of Edwards's Natural History "

Vermivora Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13) ; a name based upon plate 305.

This name antedates the name Vermivora Swainson, 1827.
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ANNEXE 2

New trivial names for birds by Linnaeus published in 1776 in the
" Catalogue of Edwards's Natural History "

Page in Plate in

"Catalogue" Edwards's Modern equivalent

New Name where name "Nat. Hist." (as worked out by
given on which Dr. James L. Peters)

name based

MotaciUa vermivoraameric, Vermivora 13 305
Gmelin, 1789

araracina^,Psittacus 9 159 Psittacus ararauna
Linnaeus, 1758

bicator, Coracias 13 320 considered to be

unidentifiable

calidris, Motacitta 8 121 species figured not

[sic] recognisable

cinereus, Todos 12 262 Todus cinereus

[sic]

"

Linnaeus, 1766

dominica, Loxia 8 127 Loxia dominicana
Linnaeus, 1758

falcolinus, Tetrao 11 246 Tetrao francolinus

Linnaeus, 1766

globifera, Crax 13 295 Crax globicera

Linnaeus, 1766

hybrida, Meleagris 14 337 Lyrurus tetrix x

Phasianus colchicus

lutea, Muscicapa 11 255 Sylvia magnolia
Wilson, 1811

nyctelea, Strix 6 61 Strix nyctea Linnaeus,

1758 {Strix

scandiaca Linnaeus,

pensylvanica [sic], 1758)

Passer 13 304 Fringilla albicollis

Gmelin, 1789
senegallensis, Picus 9 182 Picus benghalenis

Linnaeus, 1758

spectrum, Psittacus 13 315 Psittacus fuscus
Muller(P.L.S.), 1776

spectrum, Psittacus 13 316 Psittacus aterrimus

Gmelin, 1788

umbellatus, Tetrao 11 248 Tetrao umbellus

Linnaeus, 1766
voarula, MotaciUa 12 259 MotaciUa boarula

Linnaeus, 1771

zeylonicus, Turdus 13 321 Turdus zeylonus

Linnaeus, 1766

As pointed out by Zimmer in the paper reproduced in paragraph 8 of the present
Opinion, the spelling actually used by Linnaeus in 1776 was arararacina and not
araracina as inadvertently stated by Peters in 1950.
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5. Publication of the application for the entire suppression for

nomenclatorial purposes of the " Catalogue of Birds . . .
" of

Linnaeus of 1776 : At the beginning of April 1952 consideration

was given to the question of the procedure most conveniently

to be adopted in handling the allied but distinct applications in

regard to Linnaeus's " Catalogue of Birds ..." of 1776 which

had been received respectively from the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature and from the Committee on
Nomenclature of the American Museum of Natural History,

New York. Under an arrangement then recently entered into

between the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature

and Colonel Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the Standing

Committee, the applications submitted to the Commission by

that Committee were at that time marshalled together with a

view to their being in a single large Part of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature, it being judged that such a grouping

would serve the convenience of ornithologists. By this date

considerable progress had been made with the preparation of this

Part but as regards certain of the apphcations concerned there

were still outstanding problems which prevented immediate

publication. It was considered, however, that the fact that it was

not possible at that time to publish the apphcation received from

the Standing Committee need constitute no bar to the immediate

publication of the proposals received from the Committee on

Nomenclature of the American Museum and indeed that the prior

publication of that application offered definite advantages in

view of the fact that it was considerably wider in scope, covering

names of taxa belonging to a wide range of Classes and not

merely names of taxa belonging to the Class Aves. Accordingly,

on 7th April 1952 the application received from the Committee

on Nomenclature was sent to the printer and publication took

place a few weeks later on the appearance on 22nd May 1952 of

Part 6 of volume 6 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

(Zimmer et al., 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 6 : 163).

6. Issue in May 1952 of Public Notices relating to the application

submitted by the Committee on Nomenclature of the American

Museum of New York : Under the revised arrangements

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56) Public Notice
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of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the purposes requested

by the Committee on Nomenclature of the American Museum
of Natural History, New York, was given on 22nd. May 1952 (a) in

Part 6 of volume 6 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

(the Part in which the Committee's application was published)

and (b) to the other Prescribed Serial Pubhcations.

7. Comments received in response to the Public Notices issued in

May 1952 : The issue of the Public Notices specified in paragraph

6 above elicited no objection to the action proposed, but two

specialists informed the Commission that in their view the

material furnished by the Committee on Nomenclature of the

American Museum of Natural History, New York, in this case

was insufficient to justify the Commission in using its Plenary

Powers in the manner proposed. The specialists from whom
these communications were received were : (a) Mr. Cyril F. dos

Passos {Mendham, New Jersey, U.S.A.) (letters dated 28th June

and 9th August 1952) and (b) Dr. Curtis W. Sabrosky (United

States Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Adminis-

tration, Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quarantine, Washington,

D.C., U.S.A.) (letter dated 22nd August 1952). So far as concerns

the bird names in Linnaeus's Catalogue of 1776 the point raised

by these correspondents had already been met by the preparation

of the (at that time unpublished) analysis (referred to in paragraph

4 above) of the detailed survey carried out by Dr. James L. Peters.

So far as concerns names for taxa belonging to groups other than

birds Mr. Hemming on the receipt of the earlier of the com-
munications referred to above notified Dr. Zimmer of the criticism

received and invited him to furnish particulars relating to the

names introduced by Linnaeus in the Catalogue of 1776 for taxa

other than those belonging to the Class Aves. Dr. Zimmer's reply

is given in the immediately following paragraph.

8. Supplementary statement furnished in August 1952 by Dr.

John T. Zimmer, Chairman of the Committee on Nomenclature of

the American Museum of Natural History, New York : On 6th
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August 1952 Dr. John T. Zimmer, Chairman of the Committee
on Nomenclature of the American Museum of Natural History,

New York, addressed the following letter and enclosure to the

Commission by way of a supplement to the proposal previously

submitted on behalf of the above Committee (paragraph 2 of the

present Opinion) :
—

You will remember that on 3rd April last year I sent you the text

of a Resolution adopted by the Nomenclature Committee of the

scientific staff of the American Museum of Natural History recom-
mending the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature
to use its Plenary Powers to suppress for nomenclatural purposes all

new names as published in 1776 in the list of Linnean names for

animals figures in Edwards's Natural History of Carolina. Since then

I have consulted colleagues in other Departments of this Museum with
the view to furnishing the Commission with particulars of new names
published in this list for the groups with which they are concerned.
The difficulty has been that members of other departments of the

Museum are away on vacations and field trips and it has been difficult

to find some one familiar with various groups other than the birds and
mammals. However, there appear to be few cases outside of the birds

that are affected by this publication. I have noted what could be found,

including a great number of cases of confusion in the birds, not listed

by Peters, presumably because they do not certainly entail changes of
name. Nevertheless, they furnish evidence of the almost incredible

hodge-podge existing in the Catalogue and support our contention that

the Catalogue should be outlawed.

I have, in most cases, indicated the nature of the fault without citing

full details which would require a great deal of space. As explanation I

may note the following types of error :

" 277 two species, one Latin name ". Two apparently different

species are on the plate in question or at least two separate vernacular

names are cited by Linnaeus for which only one name is given in Latin

without restrictive assignment to one or the other. A mammalian
Latin name may be cited for an avian vernacular as on 265.

" 344 names transposed ". Two or more species listed by vernacu-

lar name and the same number of Latin names provided, but not in the

same order. No assurance here as to which names belong to which

species.

Admittedly, a large share of the faults are typographical errors, but

possibly some were intended as emendations. There is no way to tell.



220 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

Enclosure to Dr. John T. Zimmer's letter of 6th August 1952

Linnaeus, 1776, " Catalogue of Birds ..."

Class Mammalia

181. Little Indian pye—ground squirrel. Gracula saularis [Aves]

215. sabea for sabaea

216. Mogoz for mongoz

217. maucaco for macaco

220. Myrmecophago for Mymecophaga

231. Green-and-red parrot from China [Aves] Rhinoceros bicornu

294. Porcellus for the Guinea Pig. New synonym.

Class Aves

25. two species, one Latin name

49. Phaeton for Phaethon (1758) or Phaeton (1766)

81. cruantata for cruentata

83. Loxio for Loxia

106. Vulture for Vultur

118. canadenses for canadensis

121. Todos for Todus

122. Certhra for Certhia ; two species, one Latin name

142. fulicana for fulicaria

149. Phaeton for Phaethon

152. coerulescens for caerulescens

159. arararacina (Peters wrote araracina^)

178. or^yx for onx

181. Little Indian pye—ground squirrel. Cracula saularis [Aves]

187. Sturmus for Sturnus

191. Fringella for Fringilla

192. pavonia for pavonina

225. Blue hawk and little brown lizard. F«/co caerulescens [Aves]

231. Green-and-red parrot from China. Rhinoceros bicornu [Mamm.]

241. Tamagra jacova for Tanagra jacapa (not on the plate)

243. Oriotus for Oriolus

254. two species, one Latin name

® This corre;tion has been duly incorporated in the Ruling given in the present
Opinion. See footnote 1.
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262. names transposed

265. Purple Indian creepers [Aves] Mus avellanarius [Mamm.]

266. two species, one Latin name

267. Tanagro for Tanagra

277. two species, one Latin name

278. two species, one Latin name

291. two species, one Latin name

292. two species, one Latin name

306. two species, one Latin name

307. The whimbrel or lesser curlew. Tanagra-Jacarina. ("jaccarini"

is figured on plate 306, but the generic name Jacarina is new

and it and Tanagra are not applicable to anything on plate

307). Plate 307 was, in 1766, tentatively assigned to Scolopax

Phaeopus.

309. Pilecanus for Pelecanus

321. zeylonicu for zeylonicus

324. brachiurus for brachyurus

344. names transposed

348. two species, one Latin name

355. names transposed

358. aretica for arctica

359. Procellara for Procellaria

360. mellifugus for mellisugus ; two other species transposed and one

identified as Colymbus troile instead of Colymbus urinator

as in 1766

361. Pipra aureola is figured on plate 261, not 361. The wall creeper,

and figured on plate 361 is named as if on plate 362 along with two

362. other species for which one name is given in Latin.

Class Reptilia

202. Large green spotted lizard. Phalaena grossulariata [Insecta] (which

is also on the plate)

207. Two headed snake. Serpens biceps. Latin name is new and if the

snake is identifiable, may have to be used

225. Blue hawk and little brown lizard. Falco caerulescem [Aves]

247. agilio for agilis.
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Class Insecta

126. Papillio for Papilio

105. " two beetles ", Papilio bilobus

128. glaucipe for glaiicippe

202. Large green spotted lizard. Phalaena grossulariata (which is also

on the plate)

258. sycifolis for siccifolia

285. Spinulosus ; an unquoted generic name, presumably for " whistle

insect ".

9. Publication in October 1952 of the application submitted by

the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature : By
the beginning of September 1952 all the applications submitted

by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature

were ready for publication and on the 11th of that month the

Part (Triple-Part 1 /3) of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature, the Part which, as already explained (paragraph 5

above), had been specially reserved for the publication of the

applications submitted by the Standing Committee and of

associated matters, was made up and despatched to the printer

for page proof. This Part, which was published on 15th October

1952 contained, inter alia, the following documents relating to the

present case : Meinertzhagen (for the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature), Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 65—67

;

Hemming, 1952, ibid. 9 : 68—69).

10. Issue in October 1952 of Public Notices relating to the

application submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the

Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948,

Public Notice of the possible use by the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the

purposes specified in the application submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature was given on 15th

October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the foregoing

application was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications, and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications
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or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)* relating to the generic name Colymbus
Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

11. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Pubhc
Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1 /3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from ornitho-

logical institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a specialist

who was opposed to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers.

The communications so received have been reproduced in the

Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbus)^, those supporting

the applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above applications being given in

Part 2. Three comments relating to the present case were received

in the Office of the Commission. The first was a note of support

for the total rejection of the Catalogue of 1776 as proposed by the

Committee on Nomenclature of the American Museum of

Natural History ; the second was a letter from seven United

States ornithologists supporting the more limited proposal sub-

mitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature ; the third was a letter received from an English

ornithologist who argued that the Catalogue of 1776 was already

invalid and therefore that no action was required on the part of

the Commission. The communications so received are repro-

duced in the immediately following paragraphs.

12. Support received from Dr. Alden H. Miller (University of

California, Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) for the proposed rejection

* Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.

^ See Footnote * above.
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of the " Catalogue " of Linnaeus of 1776 as recommended by the

Committee on Nomenclature of the American Museum of Natural

History, New York : On 8th December 1952 Dr. Alden H. Miller

{University of California, Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, Berkeley,

California, U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Commission in which

he indicated as follows his support for the proposal by the

Committee on Nomenclature of the American Museum of Natural

History, New York (paragraph 2 of the present Opinion) for the

rejection under the Plenary Powers of all new names in the

Catalogue of Linnaeus of 1776 :

—

I may say that I have studied the case of Vermivora and certain

trivial names that appear in the Linnaeus supplement to Edwards. I

am of the opinion that this supplement should be suppressed as

obviously not the true or representative work of Linnaeus. In short, I

am in agreement with the petition filed with your Commission by
Zimmer and others.

13. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) and six other United States ornithologists for

the proposal for the suppression of certain names in the

" Catalogue " of Linnaeus of 1776 as recommended by the

Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature : On 18th

March 1953 Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)

and six under-mentioned specialists addressed to the Commission a

joint letter of support for the proposal of the Standing Committee
on Ornithological Nomenclature for the suppression of certain

names published in the Catalogue of Linnaeus of 1776 : (a)

Robert W. Storer {Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan,

Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann

Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr.

{Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.)
;

(d) Alden H. Miller {Berkeley,

California, U.S.A.)
;

(e) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California,

U.S.A.)
;

(f) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The
letter so received was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal
No. 9 (concerning Vermivora, etc.) published on page 3^ of vol. 9 of the

* The page reference here cited is to the page in Triple-Part 1 /3 of volume 9
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 9 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your Commission
will take favourable action on it.

14. Communication received from Captain C. H. B. Grant

(British Museum (Natural History), London) advancing the view

that the " Catalogue " of Linnaeus of 1776 was already invalid : On
2nd April 1953 Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum {Natural

History), London) addressed a letter to the Commission enclosing

the following statement in which he advanced the view that the

Catalogue of Linnaeus of 1776 was already invalid and therefore

that no action in regard thereto was required on the part of the

Commission :

—

On Linnean Names in Edwards's Memoirs of Life and Work 1776

The Catalogue at the end of this work, paginated separately 5—15

with foreword by Linnaeus dated August 1, 1775, is dated 1776. This

Catalogue is in Edwards's Nat. Hist, of Bds. 1743,

The Catalogue of 1776 is therefore antedated by the same
Catalogue in Edwards's work of 1743. However, 1743 is pre- 1758

and the names of 1776 must be considered, under the Proposal as

follows :

" A pre-Linnean name, that is, a name introduced prior to

1st January 1758, is not validated by being cited or reprinted in

its original form after that date. A pre- 1758 name can be adopted
by a later author and is subject to the proposal governing an
MS. name ".

Remarks : A pre- 1758 name having no standing in nomenclature is

available for use by a post-1758 author, and if adopted becomes that

of the author who first introduced it into nomenclature after 1st

January 1758.

There is no doubt that the Catalogue of 1776 is an exact copy of the

1743 Catalogue, including the pagination, and as such must be con-

sidered as a reprint and not as a new Catalogue.
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No need arises to suppress this 1776 Catalogue nor to take any action

about it, as under the " Proposal "*
it has no standing or validity.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

15. Procedural arrangements made in 1954 for obtaining from

the International Commission a decision on the applications

received from the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature and from the Committee on Nomenclature of the

American Museum of Natural History, New York, respectively :

When in the early part of 1954 the stage had been reached for

the preparation of Voting Papers for submission to the Inter-

national Commission in regard to the group of cases relating to

ornithological nomenclature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, special

consideration was given to the procedure to be adopted in relation

to the application regarding the Catalogue of Linnaeus of 1776

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature, having regard to the fact that a wider application in

regard to this work, involving names for taxa of all groups and

not merely those for birds had been submitted by the Committee
on Nomenclature of the American Museum of Natural History,

New York. On this matter Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, took

the following view : (1) Because of the overlapping character of

the two applications concerned it would be desirable that the

decisions to be taken by the Commission should ultimately be

united in a single Opinion. (2) The most convenient course

from the point of view of the Commission would be one under

which it would be invited to take simultaneously two votes on this

* Based on I.C.Z.N. Opinion 5, and which appears to be common sense.
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case, (a) first, on the question whether or not all names in the

Catalogue should be suppressed for nomenclatorial purposes

(i.e. whether the book as a whole should be suppressed), and
(b) second, whether, if the foregoing question were to be answered

in the negative, the particular names dealt with in the application

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature should nevertheless be suppressed individually under the

Plenary Powers. Accordingly, two Voting Papers were prepared

for the consideration of the Commission. The proposals so

prepared were as follows :

—

(a) Vote " y4 "
: Under this vote the Commission would be

asked to take a decision on the major problem raised by
the Committee on Nomenclature of the American
Museum of Natural History, New York (1952, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 6 : 163), namely that Linnaeus's Catalogue

of Birds ... of 1776 should be eliminated from considera-

tion for nomenclatorial purposes. In order to secure this

end, it would be necessary for the Commission to suppress

the names in the foregoing work for the purposes both of

the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. This

therefore was the recommendation prepared for sub-

mission to the Commission under this preliminary vote.

If the Commission were to return an affirmative vote on
Vote " A ", the consequential action which it would be

necessary for it to take would be (i) to place the title of

the foregoing work on the Ojficial Index of Rejected and

Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature, and (ii) to

place on the appropriate Ojficial Indexes of Rejected and

Invalid Names in Zoology the names for birds published

in the foregoing work as Usted in Annexes 1 and 2 of the

note summarising a survey made by Dr. James L. Peters

submitted by the Secretary (1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl.

9 : 69).

(b) Vote " 5 "
: If the Commission in Vote " A " were to

approve the action there recommended, it would still be

necessary for it to take decisions on Points (.2) to (4) in the

proposal submitted by the Standing Committee on

Ornithological Nomenclature in Colonel Meinertzhagen's
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letter of 19th October 1952 (1952, Bull zool. Nomencl.

9 : 65—66), though no action would in that event be

needed under Point (1) in that letter, since the action

under the Plenary Powers there recommended would

already have been taken. If, however, the Commission

were to reject the proposal submitted with Vote " A ", it

would need to consider whether, notwithstanding the

fact that it had refused to suppress under its Plenary

Powers all the names in the Catalogue of 1776, the four

names cited in Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter should

nevertheless be suppressed. Accordingly, under Vote
" B " the Commission was asked to vote on all four of

the points submitted in Colonel Meinertzhagen's letter,

on the understanding that, if " the Commission votes

[on Vote " A "] for the total suppression of all the

Linnean names in Edwards, 1776, Point (1) in the present

case will no longer be necessary ".

16. Issue of Voting Papers V,P.(54)71 and V.P.(54)72 : On
14th May 1954 two Voting Papers (V.P.(54)71 and V.P.(54)72)

were issued to the Members of the Commission in regard to the

present case. In the first of these Voting Papers the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, the

proposal submitted by the Committee on Nomenclature of the

American Museum of Natural History of New York and set out

under the heading Vote "A" in paragraph 15 of the present

Opinion. In the second of the foregoing Voting Papers the

Members of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or

against the proposal submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature and associated questions as set out

under the heading Vote " B " in the paragraph cited above.

17. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Papers were issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

18. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Papers V.P.(54)71 and

V.P.(54)72 : At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the
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state of the voting on Voting Papers V.P.(54)71 and V.P.(54)72

was as follows :—

•

Voting Paper F.P.(54)71

{Vote ''A'')

(a) Affirmative Votes, six-

teen (16) {arranged in

the order in which Votes

were received) :

Riley ; Lemche ;

Dymond ; Hering ;

Yokes ; Jaczewski

;

Esaki ; Bonnet ;

Bradley (J.C.)
;

Hemming ; do Amaral

;

Pearson ; Mertens ;

Sylvester-Bradley
;

Cabrera ; StoU ;

Voting Paper V.P.{54)12

{Vote^'B'')

(a) Affirmative Votes, eighteen

(18) {arranged in the

order in which Votes

were received) :

Holthuis ; Lemche ;

Dymond ; Hering ;

Yokes ; Esaki ; Riley
;

Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C);

Hemming ; do Amaral

;

Pearson ; Hanko ;

Mertens ; Sylvester-

Bradley ; Cabrera ;

Stoll ; Jaczewski

;

(b) Negative Votes, two (2) :

Holthuis ; Hanko ;

(b) Negative Votes

None
;

(c) Voting Paper not returned,

one (1) :

Boschma.

(c) Voting Paper not returned,

one (1) :

Boschma.

19. Declaration of Result of Votes on Voting Papers V.P.(54)71

and V.P.(54)72 : On 17th August 1954, Mr. Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer

for the Votes taken on Voting Papers V.P.(54)71 and V.P.(54)72

respectively, signed a Certificate in respect of each of the fore-

going Voting Papers that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 18 above and declaring that the proposals submitted in the

said Voting Papers had been duly adopted and that the decisions

so taken were the decisions of the International Commission in

the matters aforesaid.
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20. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 18th October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposals severally approved by the International

Commission in its Votes on Voting Paper V.P.(54)71 and Voting

Paper V.P.(54)72 respectively.

21. Original references : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official Lists

by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :
—

albicoUis, Fringilla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2) : 921

americ. [sic], Vermivora, Linnaeus, 1776, Cat. Birds Beasts Fishes

Ins. Edwards''s Nat. Hist. : 13

araracina, Psittaciis, Linnaeus, 1776, he. cit. : 9

bicator, Coracias, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13

calidris, Motacitta [sic], Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 8

cinereus, Todos [sic], Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 12

dominica, Loxia, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 8

falcolinus, Tetrao, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 11

globifera, Crax, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13

Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819, /. Physique 88 : 418

hybrida, Meleagris, Linnaeus, 1776, Cat. Birds Beasts Fishes Ins.

Edwards's Nat. Hist. : 14

lutea, Muscicapa, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 11

magnolia, Sylvia, Wilson, 1811, Amer. Ornith. 3 : 63

nyctelea, Strix, Linnaeus, 1776, Cat. Birds Beasts Fishes Ins.

Edwards's nat. Hist. : 6

pensylvanica [sic], Passer, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13

senegallensis, Picus, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 9
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spectrum, Psittacus, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13, ref. Edwards's
pi. 315

spectrum, Psittacus, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13, ref. Edwards's
pi. 316

umbellatus, Tetrao, Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 11

Vermivora Linnaeus, 1776, loc. cit. : 13

vermivora, Motacilla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst.

Nat. iQd.l3)l{2) :951

voarula, Motacilla, Linnaeus, 1776, Cat. Birds Beasts Fishes Ins.

Edwards's nat. Hist. : 12

zeylonicus, Turdus, Linnaeus^ 1776, loc. cit. : 13

22. New names in Linnaeus, 1776, in Edwards for taxa other

than those belonging to the Class Aves : By the Ruling given in the

present Opinion all new names for taxa of the Class Aves pub-

lished in the Linnaeus's Catalogue of 1776 have been duly placed

on the appropriate Official Indexes of Rejected and Invalid Names
in Zoology. In order fully to comply with the General Directive

issued by the International Congress of Zoology that all names
involved in any given case be- placed either on the Official List

or Official Index concerned, it will be necessary for the

Commission to place on the Official Indexes all new names
published in the foregoing work for taxa belonging to groups

other than birds. Particulars of a considerable number of such

names have already been furnished by Dr. John T. Zimmer
(paragraph 8). The action required under this head is now
being investigated on File Z.N.(S.) 1145 with a view to the

submission of comprehensive proposals to the Commission as

soon as possible. The decision of the Commission in this matter,

when taken, will, it is proposed, be embodied in a Direction

which will be published in one of the concluding Parts of the

present volume.

23. Family-group-name problems : It has been ascertained

that no family-group-name problem arises in connection with the

generic name Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819, the only generic
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name placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology

by the Ruhng given in the present Opinion, the genus so named
being currently placed in the family parulidae.

24. At the time of the submission of the present application the

name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was " trivial

name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the Fourteenth

International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, which at

the same time made corresponding changes in the titles of the

Official List and Official Index of names of this category. These

changes in terminology have been incorporated in the Ruling

given in the present Opinion.

25. The prescribed procedures v/ere duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

26. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Twelve (412) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Eighteenth day of October, Nineteen
Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scmtton St., London E C 2
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ACCEPTANCE OF THE RESTRICTED LOCALITY FOR
THE NOMINATE SUBSPECIES OF THE OSTRICH
SPECIFIED BY STRESEMANN (E.) IN 1926 AND
DETERMINATION OF THE NAME APPLIC-

ABLE TO THE SYRIAN OSTRICH

RULING.—(1) The Restricted Locality for the

nominate subspecies of Struthio camelus Linnaeus, 1758,

is hereby ruled to be " Sennar in North Africa ", the

locality so specified by Stresemann (E.) in 1926, that

specification being a further restriction of the Restricted

Locality " North Africa " specified by Lord Rothschild
in 1910.

(2) The under-mentioned names are hereby placed on
the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the

Name Nos. 726 and 727 respectively :

—

(a) camelus Linnaeus, 1758, as pubUshed in the

combination Struthio camelus, with a note that

the Restricted Locality for the taxon so named
is that specified in (1) above

;

(b) syriacus Rothschild, 1910, as published in the

combination Struthio camelus syriacus (type

locality, by original designation " Syrian desert ").

I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 21st November 1951, Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen

{London) submitted the following application to the hiternational

Commission for a Ruling as to the Restricted Locality to be

accepted for the nominate subspecies of the Ostrich and in

SEP 7 4 1950
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consequence for a Ruling as to the name properly applicable

to the Syrian Ostrich :

—

Proposed addition to the " Official List of Specific Trivial Names in

Zoology" of the trivial name " syriacus " Rothschild, 1910, as

published in the combination " Struthio camelus syriacus ",

the trivial name of the Syrian Ostrich (Class Aves)

By R. MEINERTZHAGEN, D.S.O. {London)

The object of the present application is to ask the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to place on the Official List

ofSpecific Trivial Names in Zoology the trivial name syriacus Rothschild,

1910, as published in the combination Struthio camelus syriacus,

the trivial name of the Syrian Ostrich.

2. The relevant facts in regard to this case are as follows :

—

(1) The Ostrich was named Struthio camelus by Linnaeus in 1758

(Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 587). Linnaeus gave " Syria, Arabia,

Libya and Africa " as the localities for this bird. In addition,

he gave bibliographical references to Aldrovandus, Dodart,

Seba, Willughby and Albin. The localities given for the

Ostrich by the authorities cited by Linnaeus were : (1) Syria,

Sind, Arabia, Libya and Arguin Island, Mauretania (Aldro-

vandus, through older authors cited)
; (2) Cape of Good

Hope (Seba)
; (3) Africa and Arabia (Willughby)

; (4) Deserts

of Arabia and Africa (Albin). No locality was specified by
Dodart.

(2) It is clear from the particulars given above that, from the point
of view of the particulars given in 1758, the nominal species

Struthio camelus comprised what are now regarded as several

distinct subspecies of the Ostrich.

(3) In 1910 the late Lord Rothschild (Bull. brit. ornith Club. 39 : 83)
gave " North Africa " as the type locality for nominotypical
Struthio camelus camelus and published the name Struthio

camelus syriacus for the Syrian Ostrich, which has accordingly
been known by that name for the last thirty-two years.

(4) Quite recently (1951, Bull. brit. ornith. Club 71 : 45—46) Grant
and Mackworth-Praed have advanced the view that " Syria ",

as being the first of the localities cited by Linnaeus must be
regarded as the type locality of nominotypical Struthio camelus



OPINION 413 237

Linnaeus, 1758 ; they accordingly sink the trivial name syriacus

Rothschild, 1910, as an objective synonym of nominotypical

camelus Linnaeus, and, having thus left the North African

Ostrich without an available name, give it the name Struthio

camelus rothschildi " new race ". The type locality is given

as " Marandet, south Air or Azibine, Niger district, French
West Africa ". The holotype is an adult male in the collection

of the British Museum (Natural History).

3. Captain Grant and Mr. Mackworth-Praed kindly showed me their

note before it was published. I then took strong exception to the

action proposed, for, in my view, if an author, when naming a new
species, cites several localities, subsequent authors are free to select

any of those localities as the type locality of the nominotypical sub-

species, provided that the original author did not specify a type speci-

men. Moreover, I consider it the duty of systematists to retain names
(such as syriacus Rothschild) which have been in use for a generation
or more, if this can possibly be done. In this particular case it could
not even be urged that the abandonment of the name syriacus Rothschild
and the renaming of the North African Ostrich was required under
a strict application of the Regies, for there is no provision in the Regies
regulating the selection of a type locality from among a series of
localities cited in the original description of a species. The action

described above is therefore peculiarly unjustified and, if not quashed,
will inevitably lead to confusion. At the same time that Grant and
Praed's paper was published, I published a short note {ibid. 71 : 46),

protesting against their action in rejecting the name syriacus Rothschild
for the Syrian Ostrich. I was very glad to see that in a paper published
this year {Auk. 69 : 343) the late Dr. James L. Peters supported my
protest, writing : Meinertzhagen " objects (and quite rightly) to the

action of Grant and Mackworth-Praed in rejecting S. c. syriacus ".

4. It is a serious weakness in the Regies that they contain no provision

for regulating the selection of type localities and thus for preventing

confusion of the kind described above from arising. It is very much
to be hoped that this omission will be repaired by the Copenhagen
Congress in 1953 when it resumes the discussions begun in Paris in

1948 for securing greater stability in zoological nomenclature. In the

meantime effective action can be taken only by the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature and it is for this reason

that I am submitting the present apphcation.

5. My general purpose is to secure a ruling in favour of the mainten-
ance of the name syriacus Rothschild for the Syrian Ostrich and of the

name camelus Linnaeus for the North African Ostrich. It would be
desirable that the same opportunity should be taken for granting

formal recognition of the selection of " Sennar " as the type locality

of nominotypical camelus made by Stresemann in 1926 {Orn. Monatsber.
1926 : 139).
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6. The proposal which I accordingly submit to the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is that it should :

—

place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List of

Specific Trivial Names in Zoology :

—

(i) syriacus Rothschild, 1910, as published in the combination

Struthio camelus syriacus, with type locality " Syrian

desert " as designated by Rothschild ;

(ii) camelus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination

Struthio camelus, with type locahty " Sennar ", as selected

by Stresemann in 1926.

II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of

a preliminary communication from Colonel Meinertzhagen in

regard to the present case, the question of the name properly

applicable to the Syrian Ostrich was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 633.

3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 4th July 1952 and was published

on 15th October of the same year in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Meinertzhagen, 1952,

Bull. zool. Nomencl 9 : 96—97).

4. Issue of Public Notices : In view of the fact that the applica-

tions published in Triple-Part 1 /3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature constituted the first move to promote
stability in ornithological nomenclature taken by the Commission
for many years it was decided to take exceptional measures for

bringing these applications before ornithologists in all parts of

the world. First, Public Notice was given of applications not

involving the use of the Plenary Powers equally with those which

did involve the use of those Powers. Second, this Public Notice

was not only given in the normal prescribed manner, but in

addition was given to fourteen serial publications or institutions

specially concerned with ornithology. The names of the serials

and institutions in question have been given in the Opinion
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{Opinion 40 1)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus,

the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the first of the

series of applications submitted by the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a general

character relating to the cases of ornithological nomenclature

published in Triple-Part 1 /3 ofvolume 9 ofthe Bulletin ofZoological

Nomenclature. These comments came from ornithological institu-

tions, groups of ornithologists and individual speciaHsts. Of
these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave general support

to the applications published in the foregoing Triple-Part. The
single remaining comment was from a specialist who was opposed

to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers. The com-
munications so received have been reproduced in the Appendix
annexed to Opinion 401 (Colymbus)^, those supporting the

applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above applications being given in

Part 2. Only one comment directly relating to the present

application was received in the Ofiice of the Commission. This

was from a specialist who took the view that the subject-matter

of the present application was concerned with systematics and not

with nomenclature. The communication so received is repro-

duced in the immediately following paragraph.

6. Commmiication received from Captain C. H. B. Grant

(British Museum (Natural History), London) : On 2nd April 1953,

Captain C. H. B. Grant {British Museum (Natural History),

London) submitted to the Commission the following statement

of his views on the present application :

—

It would appear that the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature is in this case raising a taxonomic matter. This is a

question of a racial name depending on which type locality is accepted.

The acceptance, or otherwise, of races and the designation of type

localities is a matter for the systematic ornithologist.

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.

'" See Footnote 1 above.
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7. Note submitted by the Secretary at the time of the preparation

of the Voting Paper to be submitted to the Commission in regard to

the present case : When at the beginning of May 1954,

Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, prepared the Voting Paper to be

submitted to the Commission in the present case (as regards

which see paragraph 8 below), he added the following note

(Note 2) drawing attention to the fact that subsequent to the

submission of the present application the Fourteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, had inserted provisions

in the Regies defining the nomenclatorial position regarding the

restriction of localities for nominal species :

—

2. The position under the " Regies "
: At the time when this appHca-

tion was submitted, the Regies contained no provisions relating to the

restrictions of localities for nominal species, though systematists were
in fairly general agreement as to the course to be followed. The
legal position was changed by the Copenhagen Congress which inserted

provisions based on the principle of priority {Copenhagen Decisions

zool. Nomencl. : 26). The present application is in harmony with the

provisions so adopted.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Votmg Paper V.P.(54)80 : On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(54)80) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the Restricted LocaUty for the nominal

species Struthio camelus Linnaeus, 1758, as set out in paragraph 6

at the foot of page 97 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature " [i.e. in paragraph 6 of the appUcation reproduced

in the first paragraph of the present Opinion].

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.
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10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)80 :

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the

voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)80 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by thefollowing nineteen (19)

Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes were

received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)
;

Hemming ; do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ; Mertens
;

Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Stoll ; Jaczewski

;

(b) Negative Votes :

None :

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)80,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the

decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission

in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 19th October 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruhng were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)80.

13. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on the Official List of Specific
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Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

camelus, Struthio, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 587

syriacus, Struthio camelus, Rothschild, 1910, Bull. brit. ornith.

Club 39 : 83

14. The following are the references for successive restrictions

of the locality for the nominate subspecies of Struthio camelus

Linnaeus, 1758, specified in the Ruhng given in the present

Opinion :

—

Restriction to " North Africa "
: Rothschild, 1910, Bull. brit.

ornith. Club 39 : 83

Further restriction to " Sennar " : Stresemann (E.), Orn.

Monatsber. 1926 : 139

15. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the OfficialList and Official Index ofnames of this category.

These changes in terminology have been incorporated in the

Ruling given in the present Opinion.

16. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Com-
mission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue

of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf,

17. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Thirteen (413) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Nineteenth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by i\tETCALFE & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London EC2



Af^

OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS
RENDERED BY THE INTER-
NATIONAL COMMISSION ON
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

Edited by

FRANCIS HEMMING, c.m.g., c.b.e.

Secretary to the Commission

VOLUME 13. Part 15. Pp. 243—254

OPINION 414

Use of the Plenary Powers to provide a valid foundation

for the continued employment of the generic name

Myiobius Darwin, 1839 (Class Aves) in its accustomed

sense.

SEP 24 1956

LONDON
Printed by Order of the International Trust for

Zoological Nomenclature

and

Sold on behalf of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature by the International Trust at its Publications Office

41, Queen's Gate, London, S.W.7

1956

Price Eight Shillings

{All rights reserved)

Issued \4th August, 1956



INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

COMPOSITION AT THE TIME OF THE ADOPTION OF THE
RULING GIVEN IN OPINION 414

A. The Officers of the Commission

Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl Jordan {British Museum {Natural History),

Zoological Museum, Tring, Herts., England)

President: Professor James Chester Bradley (Cor/ze// University, Ithaca, N.Y.,
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)

Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral {Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th

August 1953)

Secretary : Mr. Francis Hemming {London, England) (27th July 1948)

B. The Members of the Commission

{Arranged in order of precedence by reference to date of election or of most recent

re-election, as prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology)

Professor H. Boschma {Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historic, Leiden, The
Netherlands) (1st January 1947)

Senor Dr. Angel Cabrera {Eva Peron, F.C.N. G.R., Argentina) (27th July 1948)
Mr. Francis Hemming {London, England) (27th July 1948) {Secretary)

Dr. Joseph Pearson {Tasmanian Museum, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia) (27th
July 1948)

Dr. Henning Lemche {Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark)
(27th July 1948)

Professor Teiso Esaki {Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japan) (17th April 1950)
Professor Pierre Bonnet {Universite de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950)
Mr. Norman Denbigh Riley {British Museum {Natural History) London) (9th

June 1950)
Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski {Institute ofZoology, Polish Academy of Sciences,

Warsaw, Poland) (15th June 1950)
Professor Robert Mertens {Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg,

Frankfurt a. M., Germany) (5th July 1950)
Professor Erich Martin Hering {Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitdt

zu Berlin, Germany) (5th July 1950)
Senhor Dr. Afranio do Amaral {S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) {Vice-

President)

Professor J. R, Dymond {University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August
1953)

Professor J. Chester Bradley {Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th
August 1953) {President)

Professor Harold E. Yokes {Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland,
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)

Professor Bela Hanko {Mezogazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th
August 1953)

Dr. Norman R. Stoll {Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York,
N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953)

Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley {Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th
August 1953)

Dr. L. B. Holthuis {Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Nether-
lands) (12th August 1953)
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USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS TO PROVIDE A VALID
FOUNDATION FOR THE CONTINUED EMPLOY-
MENT OF THE GENERIC NAME " MYIOBIUS "

DARWIN, 1839 (CLASS AVES) IN ITS
ACCUSTOMED SENSE

RULING.—(1) The following action is hereby taken
under the Plenary Powers :

—

(a) The generic name Tyrannula Swainson, May 1827,

is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law
of Priority but not for those of the Law of
Homonymy.

(b) All type selections for the genus Myiobius Darwin,
1839, made prior to the present Ruling are hereby
set aside and the nominal species Muscicapa
barbata Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], is hereby designated

to be the type species of the above genus.

(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed

on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the

Name No. 997 : Myiobius Darwin, 1839 (gender :

masculine) (type species, by designation under the Plenary

Powers under (l)(b) above : Muscicapa barbata Gmelin
(J.F.), [1789]).

(3) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed

on the Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names
in Zoology with the Name No. 439 :

—

Tyrannula Swainson,

May 1827, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers under

(l)(a) above.

(4) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology

with the Name No. 728 -.—barbata Gmelin (J.F.), [1789],

as published in the combination Muscicapa barbata

(specific name of type species of Myiobius Darwin, 1839).

«EFl4l95b
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I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 16th June 1952, Dr. John T. Zimmer {American Museum of

Natural History, New York) submitted to the International

Commission the following application in which he asked that the

Plenary Powers should be used to provide a valid basis for the

continued use of the generic name Myiobius Darwin, 1839 (Class

Aves), in its accustomed sense :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the name " Tyrannula "

Swainson, 1827, and to designate a type species for "Myiobius"
Darwin, 1839 (Class Aves)

By JOHN T. ZIMMER

{The American Museum of Natural History, New York)

The object of the present application is to ask the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers
to vary the normal operation of the Rules for the purpose of pre-

venting the confusion and disturbance in long established nomen-
clatural practice if those rules were to be applied strictly to the names
Tyrannula Swainson, 1827, and Myiobius Darwin, 1839 (Class Aves).

2. The relevant facts concerning the foregoing names are as follows :

Darwin published the name Myiobius (July 1839, Zool. Voy. ''Beagle
"

3(9) : 46) to replace the name Tyrannula Swainson, 1827, which he
regarded as an invalid junior homonym of Tyrannulus Vieillot, 1816
{Analyse : 31). Darwin did not designate a type species for Myiobius,

but in 1840 Gray (G.R.) {List. Gen. Birds.: 30) selected Muscicapa
" barbatus " Gmelin (i.e. Muscicapa barbata Gmelin, [1789] in Linnaeus,

Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(2) : 933) as the type species of this genus. At
the same time Gray, following Darwin, placed Tyrannula Swainson
in the synonymy both of Myiobius Darwin and of Pyrocephalus Gould,
[1839].

3. The foregoing arrangement has been followed by subsequent
workers with little disagreement, and Myiobius has been current for

over a century. One of the decisions taken by the International

Congress of Zoology (on the recommendation of the Commission)
at Paris in 1948, though, in itself, quite acceptable, has, however,
introduced a complication in the present case, which, if not remedied
in the manner now suggested, would have objectionable results.

The decision in question was that under which a generic name published
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before 1st January 1931, is to be accepted as having been published
with an indication, if the names of previously established species are

cited under the new generic name, even if no description of any kind
was given for the new genus (see 1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 80).

4. The generic name Tyrannula was first published by Swainson with
a formal description in a paper published in December 1827 {Zool. J.

3 : 358). Among the species referred to Tyrannula in this paper was
Musicicapa barbata Gmelin, which (as already noted) Gray later selected

as the type species of the substitute genus Myiobius Darwin, thereby
establishing it also as the type species of Tyrannula Swainson, if the

paper of December 1827 had been the first valid publication of that

name. Unfortunately, however, the December paper was preceded
by another published in May 1827 {Phil. Mag. (n.s.) 1(5) : 367—368).
(One aspect of the problem raised by the May paper was dealt with
by the Commission in its Opinion 30, published in 1911 {Smithson.

Publ. 2013 : 69—72).) In this paper Swainson used the name Tyrannula
for eight species but did not provide a generic description. Of the

eight species then referred to Tyrannula, five were then described for

the first time, two were cited from Gmelin, and one was described

but tentatively identified with one of Vieillot's earlier described species.

Under the new ruling referred to above, the name Tyrannula Swainson
of May 1827 is an available name, since its components were specified

by the original author. The species Muscicapa barbata Gmelin was
not among the species placed by Sv/ainson in the genus Tyrannula in

May 1 827 and it cannot therefore be accepted as the type species of this

genus. No other species has, however, been suggested to fill that role.

5. Contrary to the view held by Darwin and later by Gray, the name
Tyrannula Swainson is not a homonym of Tyrannulus Vieillot and is,

in fact, an available name. Under normal procedures, its type species

must be one or other of the eight species cited by Swainson in his paper

of May 1827. This would, however, involve three highly undesirable

elements. First, although the exact specific identity of two of these

species is uncertain, it seems probable that they, like the other six,

belong to one or other of the genera now known as Myiarchus, Contopus,

Empidonax, Myiozetetes, and Pyrocephalus. All these genera were

established after 1827, and the selection as the type species of Tyrannula

of any of the eight species referred to that genus by Swainson in May
1827 would therefore necessitate the replacement of one of these long-

established names. Second, the selection of any of these species as

the type species of Tyrannula would involve the proposal of a new
name for the century-old genus Myiobius Darwin. Third, confusion

would be bound to arise ifthe names Tyrannula Swainson and Tyrannulus

Vieillot were both valid names for genera in the same family.

6. The name Myiobius Darwin was unquestionably proposed as a

substitute name for Tyrannula Swainson (though of what date is
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uncertain) and it would be undesirable to disregard the method by
which it was proposed, more especially in view of the fact that Darwin
did not cite Muscicapa barbata Gmelin under his Myiobius, and
in consequence, Gray's selection of that species as the type species of
this genus would in that event be unacceptable. Moreover, none of
the species which were cited by Darwin under Myiobius is now con-
sidered to belong to this genus. The six species in question are now
distributed among five genera, of which only one (Elaenia Sundevall

[1836]) is older than Myiobius but more recent than TyrannuJa. There
is moreover nothing in Darwin's account to suggest that he and Gould
considered the proposed Myiobius as having special application to

barbata Gmelin, except through Tyrannula Swainson.

7. Since the strict application of the normal rules in the Code would
involve several changes in old, established generic names and would
leave in the same family two generic names differing only in endings
of gender, I believe that this is a case where the International Com-
mission should use its Plenary Powers to set aside the ordinary rules

and maintain the existing accepted nomenclature in this group.

8. I accordingly recommend the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature :

—

(1) to use its Plenary Powers :

—

(a) to suppress the generic name TyrannuJa Swainson, May
1827, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not
for those of the Law of Homonymy

;

(b) to set aside all selections of type species made prior to the

decision now proposed to be taken for the genus

Myiobius Darwin, 1 839, and, having done so, to designate

Muscicapa barbata Gmelin, [1789], to be the type species

of the foregoing genus
;

(2) to place the name Myiobius Darwin, 1839 (type species, by
designation under the Plenary Powers, as proposed in (l)(b)

above : Muscicapa barbata Gmelin, [1789]) on the Official List

of Generic Names in Zoology
;

(3) to place the name Tyrannula Swainson, May 1827, as proposed,

under (l)(a) above, to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in

Zoology
;

(4) to place the trivial name barbata Gmelin, [1789], as published in

the combination Muscicapa barbata, on the Official List of
Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.
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II.—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of

Dr. Zimmer's application the question of the use of the Com-
mission's Plenary Powers for the purpose of securing the position

of the generic name Myiobius Darwin, 1839, was allotted the

Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 676.

3. Support received prior to publication from the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature : Prior to the publica-

tion of the present application it was, at the request of the

appHcant, considered by the Standing Committee on Ornitho-

logical Nomenclature established by the Tenth International

Ornithological Congress, Uppsala, 1950, of which Committee the

applicant was a member. On 22nd July 1952, Colonel Richard

Meinertzhagen, the Chairman of the Standing Committee,

addressed the following letter to the Commission intimating that

the present apphcation had the full support of that Committee :

—

The Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature appointed
by the International Ornithological Congress has had under considera-

tion an application submitted to the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature by Dr. John T. Zimmer in which the

Commission is asked to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of
securing the continued availability of the generic name Myiobius
Darwin, 1839.

The Standing Committee are of the opinion that it would be highly

undesirable that the well-known name Myiobius Darwin should be
replaced by the name Tyrannula, 1827, and desire to support the pro-

posal that, in order to prevent the confusion which would follow from
the application of the normal rules in this case, the Commission should

use its Plenary Powers in the manner proposed, that is, for the purpose

of suppressing the name Tyrannula Swainson and for designating

Muscicapa barbata Gmelin, [1789], to be the type species of Myiobius

Darwin, 1839, thereby preserving that name for use in its accustomed
sense.

The foregoing recommendation has the unanimous support of all

the members of the Standing Committee, namely, J. Berlioz {Museum
National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris) ; Erwin Stresemann {Zoologisches

Museum der Universitdt, Berlin) ; John T. Zimmer (The American
Museum of Natural History, New York) (the applicant in the present

case) and myself.
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4. Publication of the present application : The present application

was sent to the printer on 4th July 1952 ; the letter of support

from the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature

was similarly despatched immediately upon its receipt. Both

documents were published on 15th October 1952 in Triple-Part

1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

(Zimmer, 1952, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 98—100 ; Meinertzhagen,

1952, ibid. 9 : 101).

5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion (Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

6. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from
ornithological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

speciaHsts. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a specialist

who was opposed to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers.

The communications so received have been reproduced in the

Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbus^, those supporting

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
^ See Footnote 1 above.
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the applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the

single comment in opposition to the above applications being

given in Part 2. Only one communication in regard to the present

case was received in the Office of the Commission after the

publication of Dr. Zimmer's application. This was a letter of

support signed by six United States ornithologists. The text

of this letter is reproduced in the immediately following para-

graph. No objection to the action proposed was received from

any source.

7. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other United States ornithologists :

On 18th March 1953, Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.) and the five under-mentioned speciaUsts addressed to

the Commission a joint letter of support for the action proposed

in the present case :^-(a) Robert W. Storer {Museum of Zoology,

University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(b)

Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;
(c) Olin Sewall

Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.)
;

(d) Frank A.

Pitelka {Berkeley, California, U.S.A.) ; (e) John Davis {Los

Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so received was as

follows :

—

We, the under-signed, wish to express our strong approval ofproposal
No. 13 (concerning Myiobius Darwin) published on page 3^ of vol. 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your
Commission will take favorable action on it.

III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)81 : On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V.P.(54)81) was issued in which the Members

The page reference here cited is to tlie page in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature, where the present application

appeared as proposal No. 13 in the Prescribed Plenary Powers Notice.
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of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the name Myiobius Darwin, 1839,

as set out in Points (1) to (4) on page 100 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature " [i.e. in the Points numbered
as above in paragraph 8 of the application reproduced in the

first paragraph of the present Opinion].

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

10. Particulars of the Voting on Votmg Paper V.P.(54)81 :

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the

voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)81 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen (19)

Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes were

received)

:

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering
;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)

;

Hemming ; do Amaral ; Jaczewski ; Pearson ; Hanko ;

Mertens ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; StoU ;

(b) Negative Votes :

None

:

(c) Voting Papers not returned

None.

11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(54)81,

signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set out in para-

graph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the

foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the
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decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission
in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 20th October 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)81.

13. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :
—

barbata, Muscicapa, Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat.

(ed. 13) 1(2) : 933

Myiobius Darwin, July 1839, Zool. Voy. " Beagle " 3(9) : 46

Tyrannula Swainson, May 1827, Phil. Mag. (n.s.) 1(5) : 367—368

14. Family-Group-Name problems : The application dealt with

in the present Opinion was pubhshed in the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature prior to the establishment of the Official List of
Family-Group Names in Zoology by the Fourteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953. It has been ascertained

that an addition, or additions, to the foregoing Official List

and/or to the corresponding Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Family-Group Names in Zoology will need to be made in order

to complete the action, which, under the General Directives

given to the International Commission by the International

Congress of Zoology, is required to be taken in the present case.

This question is now being examined on a separate File to which

the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1146 has been allotted.

15. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,
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1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Ojficial List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruhng given in the present Opinion.

16. The prescribed procedures were duly comphed with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission

by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of

all and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.

17. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Fourteen (414) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twentieth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C 2
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USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS TO PROVIDE A VALID
FOUNDATION FOR THE CONTINUED EMPLOY-
MENT OF THE SPECIFIC NAME " CYANEA"

HUME, 1877, AS PUBLISHED IN THE
COMBINATION " MUSCITREA
CYANEA" (CLASS AVES)

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific

name cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as published in the com-
bination Muscicapa cyanea, is hereby suppressed for the

purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of
Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Nos. 729 to 731 respectively :

—

(a) cyanea Mliller (P.L.S.), [1776], as pubhshed in the

combination Muscicapa cyanea
;

(b) cyanea Hume, 1877, as pubhshed in the combination
Muscitrea cyanea

;

(c) hyacinthina Temminck, 1820, as published in the
combination Muscicapa hyacinthina.

(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 309 :

cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as pubhshed in the combination
Muscicapa cyanea, as suppressed under the Plenary
Powers under (1) above.

SBEP141956



258 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 3rd June 1952, Dr. Charles Vaurie {The American Museum
of Natural History, New York) submitted to the Commission the

following application for the suppression under the Plenary

Powers of the specific name cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as published

in the combination Muscicapa cyanea (Class Aves), a name
which had never subsequently been used in the literature. It was
a senior subjective synonym of the name of a species (hyacinthina

Temminck), currently placed in the genus Niltava Hodgson, in

which genus Vieillot' s name invalidated as a junior secondary

homonym the name cyanea Hume, 1877, as published in the

combination Muscitrea cyanea, a name which for about three-

quarters of a century had been continuously used for a well-

known Indian bird :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the trivial name
" cyanea " Vieillot, 1818, as published in the combination

"Muscicapa cyanea", for the purpose of validating the

trivial name " cyanea " Hume, 1877 as published

in the combination " Muscitrea cyanea ",

(Class Aves)

By CHARLES VAURIE
{The American Museum of Natural History, New York)

The object of the present application is to ask the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to' use its Plenary Powers
for the purpose of suppressing the trivial name cyanea Vieillot, 1818,

as published in the combination Muscicapa cyanea, thus validating

in the genus Niltava Hodgson, 1837 {India Rev. 1 : 650) the trivial

name cyanea Hume, 1877, as published in the combination Muscitrea
cyanea (Class Aves). The details of this case are set out below.

2. The species represented by the nominal species Muscicapa cyanea
Vieillot, 1818 {Nouv. Diet. Hist. nat. 21 : 447) is said to come from
Timor and appears from Vieillot's description to be the same species

as that which later was given the name Muscicapa hyacinthina

Temminck, 1820 {in Temminck & Laugier, Nouv. Rec. Planches color.

Ois. (5) : pi. 30, figs. 1, 2). The name given to it by Vieillot, which
has never been used for it or cited in connection with it in the literature

since the time of its original publication, is invalid, being a junior

primary homonym of Muscicapa cyanea Miiller, [1776] {in Linnaeus,

Syst. Nat., Suppl. : 170).

3. The bird to which Hume in 1877 {Stray Feathers 5 : 101) gave
the name Muscitrea cyanea is now treated as belonging to the genus
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Niltava Hodgson. Accordingly, there are now in that genus two
species, each possessing the trivial name cyanea, namely (1) Temminck's
hyacinthina, which, as explained above, has cyanea Vieillot in its

synonymy, and (2) Hume's cyanea. Under the normal operation

of the Rules, the latter name, as a junior secondary homonym, must
be rejected as invalid. This name has, however, been in unchallenged
use for about 75 years for the well-known Indian bird concerned and
is the name that has been used for that bird in every standard work
published during that period. The rejection of this name at this stage

would lead to confusion and disturbance, unaccompanied by any
corresponding benefit.

4. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is

accordingly asked :

—

(1) to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of suppressing the

trivial name cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as published in the com-
bination Muscicapa cyanea, for the purposes of the Law of

Homonymy
;

(2) to place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official List

of Specific Trivial Names in Zoology :

—

(a) cyanea Hume, 1877, as published in the combination
Muscitrea cyanea

;

(b) cyanea Miiller, [1776], as published in the combination
Muscicapa cyanea

;

(c) hyacinthina Temminck, 1820, as published in the combina-
tion Muscicapa hyacinthina

;

(3) to place the trivial name cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as published in the

combination Muscicapa cyanea, as proposed, under (1) above,

to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers, on the Official

Index ofRejected and Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology.

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt

of Dr. Vaurie's application the question of the use of the Com-
mission's Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the

specific name cyanea Hume, 1877, as published in the combination

Muscitrea cvanea, was allotted the Registered Number Z,N.(S.)

686.
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3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 4th July 1952 and was published

on 15th October of the same year in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Vaurie, 1952, Bull,

zool. Nomencl 9 : 104—105).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure pre-

scribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoo-
logical Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case

was given on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomen-
clature was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial publica-

tions and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In addition,

such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The
names of the serials and institutions in question have been

given in the Opinion {Opinion 40 1)^ relating to the generic name
Colymbus Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt

with the first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from
ornithological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a specialist

who was opposed to any use of the Commission's Plenary Powers.

The communications so received have been reproduced in the

Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbusf, those supporting

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.

2 See Footnote 1,
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the applications referred to above being given in Part 1, the single

comment in opposition to the above applications being given

in Part 2. Two comments directly concerned with the present

application were received in the Office of the Commission, both

of which were in support of the action proposed. These com-
munications are reproduced in the immediately following para-

graphs. No communication specifically objecting to the use of

the Plenary Powers in the manner proposed in the present case

was received from any source.

6. Support received from Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen

(London) : On 5th December 1952, Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen

{London) addressed a letter to the Commission intimating his

support for certain of the applications relating to ornithological

nomenclature then recently published in Triple-Part 1/3 of

volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature. As regards

the present application Colonel Meinertzhagen wrote as follows :

—

I wish to register my whole-hearted agreement with recommendation
No. 21 {Niltava cyanea)^ . . .

7. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) and five other United States ornithologists :

On 18th March 1953, Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne {Ann. Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) and the five under-mentioned speciahsts

addressed to the Commission a joint letter of support for the

present application :—(a) Robert W. Storer {Museum ofZoology,

Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)
;
(b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.)
;

(c) Ohn Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield,

Minnesota, U.S.A.)
;
(d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California,

U.S.A.) ; (e) John Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The
letter so received was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal

No. 14 (concerning cyanea Hume)* published on page 3 of vol. 9 of the

^ The number here cited by Colonel Meinertzhagen is the number under which
the present application appeared in the list of cases published in Triple-Part 1 /3

of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature which was printed

on the coloured wrapper (cover) in which the above Part was published.

* The case number here cited by Dr. Van Tyne and his colleagues is that under
which the present case was enumerated in the Prescribed Plenary Powers
Notice published on page 3 (the page reference cited by the above specialists)

in volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature.
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Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your Commission
will take favorable action on it.

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)84 : On 14th May 1954,

a Voting Paper (V,P.(54)84) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,
" the proposal relating to the name cyanea Hume, 1877, as

published in the combination Muscitrea cyanea, as set out in

Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 4 at the foot of page 104 and the

top of page 105 of volume 9 of the Bulletin ofZoological Nomen-
clature " [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 4

of the application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present

Opinion].

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued undei the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(54)84 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)84 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by thefollowing nineteen (19)

Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering ;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)

;

Hemming ; Jaczewski ; do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ;

Mertens ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; StoU
;

(b) Negative Votes :

None

:
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(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission,
acting as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper
V.P.(54)84, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal sub-

mitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Opinion "
:

On 21st October 1955, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given

in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)84.

13. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :

—

cyanea, Muscicapa, Miiller (P.L.S.), [1776], Des Linne vollstdnd.

Natursyst., Suppl. : 170

cyanea, Muscicapa, Vieillot, 1818, Nouv. Diet. Hist. nat. 21 : 447

cyanea, Muscitrea, Hume, 1877, Stray Feathers 5 : 101

hyacinthina, Muscicapa, Temminck, 1820, in Temminck &
Laugier, Nouv. Recueil Planch, col. Oiseaux Buffon (5) : pi. 30,

figs. 1, 2

14. At the time of the submission of the present application

the name apphcable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruhng given in the present Opinion.
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15. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

in virtue of all and every the pov/ers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

16. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Fifteen (415) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-First day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London EC2
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE
SPECIFIC NAME ^' FERRUGINEA " HODGSON, 1845,

AS PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION
" HEMICHELIDON FERRUGINEA " (CLASS AVES)

RULING.—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific

name ferruginea Merrem, 1784, as published in the

combination Muscicapa ferruginea, is hereby suppressed
for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the

Law of Homonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed

on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with

the Name No. 732 : ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as

published in the combination Hemichelidon ferruginea

and as validated under the Plenary Powers under (1)

above.

(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby

placed on Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific

Names in Zoology with the Name Nos. 310 and 311

respectively :

—

{di) ferruginea Merrem, 1784, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Muscicapa ferruginea, as suppressed

under the Plenary Powers under (1) above

;

{y^) ferruginea Hodgson, June 1844, as published in the

combination Hemichelidon ferruginea (a nomen
nudum).

8EP^ ^198B
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I.—THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 3rd June 1952 Dr. Charles Vaurie {The American Museum
of Natural History, New York) submitted to the Commission the

following application for the suppression under the Plenary Powers
of the specific nsimQ ferruginea Merrem, 1784, as pubUshed in the

combination Muscicapa ferruginea, for the purpose of validating

the name ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published in the com-
bination HemicheUdon ferruginea, a junior secondary homonym
in the genus Muscicapa Linnaeus, 1758, of the name ferruginea

Merrem :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the trivial name
" ferruginea " Hodgson, 1845, as published in the combination
" Hemichelidon ferruginea ", by the suppression of the

trivial name " ferruginea " Merrem, 1784, as

published in the combination '' Muscicapa
ferruginea " (Class Aves)

By CHARLES VAURIE
{The American Museum of Natural History, New York)

The object of the present application is to ask the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to

preserve the trivial r\2im& ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published in

the combination Hemichelidon ferruginea (Class Aves). The details

of this case are set out below.

2. The species, which was treated as belonging to the genus
Hemichelidon when it was first described and named Hemichelidon
ferruginea Hodgson, 1845 {Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 13(146) : 32) is now
placed in the genus Muscicapa Linnaeus, 1766. There is however a

much older nominal species originally described as belonging to the

genus Muscicapa, namely Muscicapa ferruginea Merrem, 1784 {Avium
rar. Icones 1 : 19). Thus, the trivial name ferruginea Hodgson, 1845,

is invalid, as a junior secondary homonym in the genus Muscicapa.

3. Merrem' s work is not available to me, but according to a personal

communication which I have received from Mr. H. G. Deignan {U.S.

National Museum, Washington), both the species represented by
Muscicapa ferruginea Merrem and its country of origin is uncertain.

On the other hand, the bird to which Hodgson gave the name Hemi-
chelidon ferruginea has been known by the trivial name ferruginea for

107 years and has been cited under that name by the authors of all

standard works (Hartert 1910, Die Vog. Paldarkt. Fauna 1 : 479 ;

Stuart Baker, Faun. Brit. Ind. ; R. B. Sharpe, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus.
4 : 122 ; F. N. Chasen, 1935, Handlist of Malaysian Birds : 163).

4. Great and quite unnecessary confusion and disturbance would be
created by the rejection of the trivial name ferruginea Hodgson by
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reason of its being a junior secondary homonym in the genus Muscicapa
of the trivial name ferruginea Merrem. This would be all the less

justified in view of the fact that the name published by Merrem is a

nomen dubium. It is to prevent this disturbance that this case is now
submitted to the International Commission under the procedure
prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology for dealing with
problems presented by nomina dubia (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 76).

5. The application now submitted is that the International Commis-
sion on Zoological Nomenclature should :

—

(1) use its Plenary Powers (a) to suppress the trivial mmt ferruginea

Merrem, 1784, as published in the combination Muscicapa
ferruginea, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of
the Law of Homonymy, and (b) to validate the trivial name
ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published in the combination
Hemichelidon ferruginea ;

(2) place the trivial name ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published
in the foregoing combination, as validated, under (l)(b) above,

under the Plenary Powers, on the Official List of Specific

Trivial Names in Zoology
;

(3) place the under-mentioned trivial names on the Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Specific Trivial Names in Zoology :

—
(a) ferruginea Merrem, 1784, as published in the combination

Muscicapa ferruginea, as proposed, under (l)(a) above,

to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers
;

(b) ferruginea Hodgson, June 1844, as published in the

combination Hemichelidon ferruginea Hodgson, (1844,

Gray's Zool. Miscell. (6) : 84) (a nomen nudum).

XL—THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt

of Dr. Vaurie's application the question of the use of the

Commission's Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the

specific name ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published in the

combination Hemichelidon ferruginea, was allotted the Registered

Number Z.N.(S.) 687.
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3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 4th July 1952 and was published

on 15th October of the same year in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9

of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Vaurie, 1952, Bull,

zool Nomencl 9 : 105—106).

4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 15th October 1952 (a) in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the

application by the Standing Committee on Ornithological

Nomenclature was published), (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications, and (c) to certain general zoological serials. In

addition, such Notice was given also to fourteen serial publications

or institutions specially concerned with ornithology. The names
of the serials and institutions in question have been given in the

Opinion {Opinion 401)^ relating to the generic name Colymbus

Linnaeus, the Opinion in which the Commission dealt with the

first of the series of applications submitted by the Standing

Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature.

5. Comments of a general character : The issue of the Public

Notices specified above elicited thirty-seven comments of a

general character relating to the cases of ornithological nomen-
clature published in Triple-Part 1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature. These comments came from
ornithological institutions, groups of ornithologists and individual

specialists. Of these comments, the authors of thirty-six gave

general support to the applications published in the foregoing

Triple-Part. The single remaining comment was from a

specialist who was opposed to any use of the Commission's

Plenary Powers. The communications so received have been

reproduced in the Appendix annexed to Opinion 401 {Colymbusf,

those supporting the applications referred to above being given

^ Opinion 401 has been published as Part 1 of the present volume.
'^ See Footnote 1.
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in Part 1, the single comment in opposition to the above appHca-

tions being given in Part 2. Two comments directly concerned

with the present application were received in the Office of the

Commission, both of which were in support of the action

proposed. These commmiications are reproduced in the

immediately following paragraphs. No communication specifi-

cally objecting to the use of the Plenary Powers in the manner
proposed in the present case was received from any source.

6. Support received from Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen

(London) : On 5th December 1952 Colonel Richard Meinertz-

hagen {London) addressed a letter to the Commission intimating

his support for certain of the applications relating to ornitho-

logical nomenclature then recently published in Triple-Part 1/3

of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. As
regards the present application Colonel Meinertzhagen wrote as

follows :

—

I wish to register my whole-hearted agreement with recommendation
No. 22 (Hemichelidon ferrugineay.

7. Support received from Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor,

Michigan, U.S.A.) and jBve other United States ornithologists :

On 18th March 1953 Dr. Josselyn Van Tyne (Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.) and the five under-mentioned specialists addressed to the

Commission a joint letter of support for the present appUcation :

(a) Robert W. Storer {Museum of Zoology, Ann Arbor, Michigan,

U.S.A.)
; (b) Andrew J. Berger {Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.A.)

;

(c) Olin Sewall Pettingill, Jr. {Northfield, Minnesota, U.S.A.)
;

(d) Frank A. Pitelka {Berkeley, California, U.S.A.)
;

(e) John
Davis {Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.). The letter so received

was as follows :

—

We, the undersigned, wish to express our strong approval of proposal
No. 15 (concerning ferruginea Hodgson)* published on page 3 of
vol. 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. We hope that your
Commission will take favorable action on it.

^ The number here cited by Colonel Meinertzhagen is the number under which
the present application appeared in the list of cases published in Triple-Part

1/3 of volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature which was printed
on the coloured wrapper (cover) in which the above Part was published.

* The case number here cited by Dr. Van Tyne and his colleagues is that under
which the present case was enumerated in the Prescribed Plenary Powers
Notice published on page 3 (the page reference cited by the above specialists)

in volume 9 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature.
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III.—THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(54)85 : On 14th May 1954, a

Voting Paper (V.P.(54)85) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the nam.Q ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as

published in the combination HemicheUdon ferruginea, as set out

in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 5 on page 106 of volume 9 of the

Bulletin ofZoological Nomenclature " [i.e. in the Points numbered
as above in paragraph 5 of the application reproduced in the

first paragraph of the present Opinion].

9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 14th August 1954.

10. Particulars of the Votmg on Votmg Paper V.P.(54)85 : At
the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(54)85 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen

(19) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Dymond ; Hering ;

Vokes ; Esaki ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bradley (J.C.)

;

Jaczewski ; Hemming ; do Amaral ; Pearson ; Hanko ;

Mertens ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Stoll

;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.
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11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 17th August 1954,

Mr, Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(54)85, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

12. Preparation of the Ruling given in tlie present " Opinion "
:

On 22nd October 1955 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruhng
given in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a

Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord

with those of the proposal approved by the International

Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(54)85,

13. Original References : The following are the original

references for the names placed on Official Lists and Official

Indexes by the Ruhng given in the present Opinion :

—

ferruginea, Muscicapa, Merrem, 1784, Avium rar. et minus cogn.

Icones et Descript. 1 : 19

ferruginea, Hemichelidon, Hodgson, June 1844, Gray's Zool.

Miscell. (6) : 84

ferruginea, Hemichelidon, Hodgson, 1845, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond.

13(146) : 32

14. At the time of the submission of the present apphcation

the name applicable to the second portion of a binomen was
" trivial name ". This was altered to " specific name " by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen,

1953, which at the same time made corresponding changes in the

titles of the Official List and Official Index of names of this

category. These changes in terminology have been incorporated

in the Ruhng given in the present Opinion.

15. The prescribed procedures were duly compHed with by

the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in
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dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in

virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

16. The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion Four
Hundred and Sixteen (416) of the International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Twenty-Second day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Five.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London EC2
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ADDITION TO THE " OFFICIAL LIST OF FAMILY-GROUP
NAMES IN ZOOLOGY " OR, AS THE CASE MAY BE, TO
THE " OFFICIAL INDEX OF REJECTED AND INVALID
FAMILY-GROUP NAMES IN ZOOLOGY " OF THE
FAMILY-GROUP NAMES INVOLVED IN THE
CASES DEALT WITH IN VOLUME 13 OF THE
WORK "OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS
RENDERED BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL
NOMENCLATURE " OTHER THAN
THE FA,MILY-GROUP NAMES
INVOLVED IN CONNECTION
WITH THE GENERIC NAMES
DEALT WITH IN "OPINION" 401

RULING :—(1) The under-mentioned family-group
name involved in the case dealt with in Opinion 404
published in Volume 13 of the work Opinions and
Declarations rendered by the International Commission
on Zoological Nomenclature is hereby placed on the

Ojficial List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the

Name Number 126 :

—

CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815

(type genus : Coracias Linnaeus, 1758).

(2) The under-mentioned family-group names involved

in the case dealt with in the Opinion cited in (1) above
are hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected

and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the

Name Numbers severally specified below :

—

(a) CORACINIA Rafinesque, 1815 (type genus : Coracias
Linnaeus, 1758) (an Invalid Original Spelling for

CORACIIDAE) (Name No. 106) ;

JAN - 8 1957
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(b) CORACES Naumann(J.A.), 1822 (type genus : Coracias
Linnaeus, 1758) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spel-

ling for CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia
Rafinesque, 1815) (Name No. 107) ;

(c) CORACIANAE Gray (G.R.), 1840 (type genus :

Coracias Linnaeus, 1758 (an Erroneous Subse-
quent Spelling for coraciidae (correction of
coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815) (Name No. 108).

(3) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers
828 and 829 respectively :

—

(a) Coriacius Deby, 1845 (an Erroneous Subsequent
Spelling for Coracias Linnaeus, 1758) ;

(h) Helmithera Sundevall, 1872 (an Invalid Emenda-
tion of /r^/mz7//^ro5 Rafinesque, 1819).

L THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE PRESENT
" DIRECTION "

The present Direction contains Rulings given by the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature on the family-

group-name implications of the cases dealt with in the Opinions

included in Volume 13 of the Opinions and Declarations rendered

by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

other than those involved in Opinion 401 (relating to the generic

names Colymbus, Podiceps and Gavia) which will form the subject

of a Ruhng in a later Direction. The present opportunity has been

taken by the International Commission also to place on the

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology

two invalid names involved in cases dealt with in Opinions

included in Volume 13 of the Opinions and Declarations Series
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which by an oversight were not placed on the foregoing Official

Index by the RuHngs given in the Opinions cited above. The
proposals on which the decisions given in the present Direction

were based, which were drawn up in consultation with speciahsts

in the groups concerned, were submitted to the International

Commission by the Secretary on 28th August 1956. The paper so

submitted was as follows :

—

Proposed addition to the " Official List of Family-Group Names in

Zoology " of family-group names involved in cases dealt with in

Volume 13 of " Opinions and Declarations rendered by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature "

and matters incidental thereto

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The purpose of the present paper is to lay before the International

Comniission on Zoological Nomenclature the family-group-name
problems involved in the cases dealt with in Volume 13 of the Opinions

and Declarations Series and to seek decisions from the Commission
in those cases where, under the General Directives issued to the

Commission by the International Congresses of Zoology, action at

the family-group-name level is now required. The opportunity is

taken also to submit to the Commission proposals for the addition

to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
of two invalid names involved in connection with cases dealt with in

Opinions 404 and 412 respectively, on which through inadvertence

recommendations were not included in the applications submitted to

the Commission in these cases.

2. The Opinions comprised in Volume 13 of the Opinions and
Declarations Series are all concerned with questions of ornithological

nomenclature and the applications on which they are based were all

published in October 1953 in Triple-Part 1/3 of Volume 9 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. Not all of the applications so

published are dealt with in the above volume of the Opinions and
Declarations, for some of those applications were concerned with the

rectification of errors in Opinions published prior to the end of 1936

and in these cases the decisions taken by the Commission have been
embodied in Directions which have been included either in Section C
or in Section D of Volume 1 of the Opinions and Declarations Series.

The Opinions embodying the decisions of the Commission on the

remaining cases have now all been published in Volume 13 of the above
Series. The titles of the Opinions concerned are given in Appendix I

annexed to the present paper.
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3. As on previous similar occasions extensive searches of ttie literature

have been carried out by the Office of the Commission, all important
modern checklists, catalogues, monographs and individual revisions

having been examined in order to ascertain the place of first publication

of the family-group names concerned. In this field and also in the

cognate field of the taxonomic status to be accorded to the nominal
family-group taxa concerned most valuable help has been provided
on this, as on previous occasions, by leading specialists, to whom the

Commission is much indebted for the aid so afforded. In this connec-
tion particular mention must be made of the following specialists :

—

Colonel Richard Meinertzhagen {London), Chairman from 1950 to

1955 of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature
established by the Tenth International Ornithological Congress,

Uppsala, 1950

;

Dr. Finn Salomonsen {Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copen-
hagen) who in 1955 succeeded Colonel Meinterzhagen as Chairman
of the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature of
the International Ornithological Congress

;

Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard
College, Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A.)

4. Of the sixteen Opinions here in question, four only (Opinions 401,

404, 412, 414) deal with generic names, the remainder being concerned
solely with questions of specific nomenclature. Of these four Opinions
the first (Opinion 401) is concerned with the Colymbus-prohlQm and
the generic names to be used for the Grebes and the Divers (Loons)
respectively. At the family-group-name level this Opinion raises a

number of issues and it will be necessary for this case to be dealt with
separately^. The matters connected with the other three Opinions
cited above which need to be brought to the attention of the Inter-

national Commission are set out in Appendix 2.

5. It is recommended that in accordance with the General Directives

issued by the International Congress of Zoology (paragraph 1 above)
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should
place on the Official Lists and Official Indexes specified in paragraph 5

of Appendix 2 the names enumerated therein.

In the case of the family-group names involved in connection with the generic
names dealt with in Opinion 401 it has been found that, in order to secure at

the family-group-name level a result parallel to that provided at the generic-
name-level by the use of the Plenary Powers in the Ruling given in the fore-

going Opinion, a further use of those Powers would be needed in order to
prevent the resurrection of a long-abandoned family-group name based upon
an objectively invalid generic name. The requisite proposal for overcoming
this anomaly has now been published (Hemming, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl.
12 : 240—247) and a vote will be taken on it by the Commission on the expiry
of the Prescribed Period of Public Notice.



DIRECTION 58 281

APPENDIX 1

Contents of the " Opinions " (" Opinions " 401—416)
comprised in Volume 13 of the " Opinions and

Declarations " Series

Opinion Subject of"^ Opinion
"

Reference to paper in

jsfQ^
" Bull. zool. NoinencL'
containing application

dealt with

401 Suppression of Colymbus Linnaeus and 9 : 1—29
establishment of Podiceps Latham,
1787, and Gavia Forster, 1788, as the

generic names to be used for the

Grebes and Divers (Loons) res-

pectively.

402 Determination of the specific names to 9 : 77—79
be used for two Siberian Larks
bearing the names sibiricus and
sibericus respectively.

403 Determination of the specific names to 9 : 102—103

be used for two pairs of Asiatic

Woodpeckers, the first pair having
the names saghalinensis and sakhalin-

ensis and the second pair the names
tianshanicus and tianschanicus res-

pectively.

404 Preservation of the name Pyrrhocorax 9 : 53—61

[Tunstall], 1771 as the generic name
for the Chough.

405 Determination of philomelos Brehm, 9 : 62—64

1831, the specific name for the Song
Thrush.

406 Preservation of the name nigricollis 9 : 30—31

Brehm, 1831, as published in the

combination Podiceps nigricollis as

the specific name for the Black-

necked Grebe.

407 Suppression of four specific names by 9 : 32—37

Lichtenstein (A.A.H.) pubhshed in

1793.
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Opinion Subject of " Opinion
" Reference to paper in

No. Bull. zool. Nomencl."
containing application

dealt with

408 Preservation of the name pyrrhulinus 9 : 38—39

Swinhoe, 1876, as published in the

combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus,

as the name for the Kamschatka Reed
Bunting.

409 Suppression of six specific names pub- 9 : 40—43
lished in 1788 and 1789 by Gmelin
for birds which till 1950 remained
unidentified.

410 Suppression of some long-overlooked 9 : 44—51

specific names for Australian birds

published by Forster (J.R.) in

1794.

411 Emendation of the specific names of the 9 : 52
Short-toed Lark and the Egyptian
Vulture.

412 Suppression of the names by Linnaeus 9 : 65—69
published in 1776 in the Catalogue of
Edwards's Natural History.

413 Determination of the name for the 9 : 96—97
Syrian Ostrich.

414 Designation under the Plenary Powers 9 : 98

—

100

of a type species in harmony with

current usage for Myiobius Darwin,
1839, and suppression of the name
Tyrannula Swainson, 1827.

415 Validation under the Plenary Powers of 9:104—105

the specific name cyanea Hume, 1877,

as published in the combination
Muscitrea cyanea.

416 Validation under the Plenary Powers of 9:105—106

the specific minQferruginea Hodgson,
1845, as published in the combina-

I tion Hemichelidon ferruginea.



DIRECTION 58 283

APPENDIX 2

Family-group-name and other problems outstanding in connection

with " Opinions " 404, 412 and 414

The present note is concerned with certain problems arising in

connection with Opinions 404, 412 and 414, the only Opinions com-
prised in Volume 13 of the Opinions and Declarations Series, other

than Opinion 401 which will form the subject of another paper, on
which family-group-name or other problems still await attention by
the International Commission.^

2. Opinion 404 : This Opinion is concerned with the generic names
Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, and Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771. The
second of the genera so named is currently placed in the family corvidae
and no family-group-name problem arises in this case. The genus
Coracias Linnaeus is the type genus of the long-established family

CORACIIDAE. This nominal genus was first made the type genus of

a family-group taxon in 1815 {Analyse Nature : 67) by Rafinesque who
applied to it the incorrectly formed name coracinia. The name
CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815, should now
be placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology.

At the same time the following Erroneous Subsequent Spellings should
be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family- Group
Names in Zoology :—(i) coraces Naumann, 1822, Naturg. Vogel
Deutschl. : i, 3

;
(ii) coracianae Gray (G.R.), 1840, List Gen. Birds

[ed. 1] : 9. (Note : The foregoing spelling, which was introduced for

a subfamily name, was repeated as a family name (as coraciadae)
by Gray in 1845 (Gen. Birds 1 : [63]).) The present opportunity

should be taken also to place the generic name Coracius Deby, 1845

(Zoologist 3 : 1021) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Coracias

Linnaeus, 1758) on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic

Names in Zoology.

3. Opinion 412 : The only generic name dealt with in this Opinion

is Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819. The genus so named is currently

placed in the family parulidae and no family-group-name problem
arises in this case. There is, however, an Invalid Emendation of this

generic name which should now be placed on the Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. This is Helmithera

Sundevall, 1872 (Meth. Av. Tentamen (1) : 28).

4. Opinion 414 : The only generic name dealt with in this Opinion

is Myiobius Darwin, 1839. The genus so named is currently placed

^ See Footnote 1.
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in the family tyrannidae and no family-group-name problem arises

in this case.

5. Recommendations : It is recommended that, in conformity with

the General Directives issued by the Thirteenth and Fourteenth

International Congresses of Zoology held respectively in Paris in 1948

and at Copenhagen in 1953 relative to the placing of names of taxa

belonging to various categories on the Ojficial Lists and Official

Indexes established for the recording of names of taxa belonging to

those categories, the following action be now taken by the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :

—

(1) To be placed on the " Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic

Names in Zoology " :

—

(a) Coracius Deby, 1845 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling

for Coracias Linnaeus, 1758)

;

(b) Helmithera Sundevall, 1872 (an Invalid Emendation of
Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819) ;

(2) To be placed on the " Official List of Family-Group Names in

Zoology " :—

CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815 (type

genus : Coracias Linnaeus, 1758) ;

(3) To be placed on the " Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Family-Group Names in Zoology " :

—

(a) CORACES Naumann, 1822 (type genus : Coracias Linnaeus,

1758) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for coraciidae
(correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815)

;

(b) CORACIANAE Gray (G.R.), 1840 (type genus : Coracias

Linnaeus, 1758) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for

CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815).

2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt

of Mr. Hemming's paper the question of the action to be taken

to complete at the family-group-name level the Rulings given at

the generic-name level in the Opinions included in Volume 13
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of the Opinions and Declarations Series was allotted the

Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1146.

II. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

3. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(56)19 : On 28th August

1956 a Voting Paper (V.P.(O.M.)(56)19) was issued in which each

Member of the Commission was asked (1) to state whether he

agreed " that, in conformity with the General Directive relating

to the recording on the various Official Lists and Official Indexes

of decisions in regard to particular names and particular books

issued to the International Commission by the Thirteenth Inter-

national Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948, and with the General

Directive supplementary thereto on the subject of family-group

names issued to the Commission by the Fourteenth International

Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, the entries relating to

the family-group names in the Class Aves and matters incidental

thereto involved in the cases dealt with in Opinions 402—416,

being the Opinions included in volume 13 of the work Opinions

and Declarations (other than Opinion 401, the position as regards

which has been reserved for separate action), as recommended in

paragraph 5 of the paper numbered Z.N.(S.)1146, submitted by

the Secretary simultaneously with the present Voting Paper [i.e.

in the paragraph numbered as above in the paper reproduced

in the first paragraph of the present Direction], be made on the

Official Lists and Official Indexes, as there recommended ", and

(2), if he did not so agree as regards any given item, to indicate

that item.

4. Supplementary Note submitted to the International Com-
mission on 18th September 1956 : On 18th September 1956

Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, submitted to the International

Commission the following Supplementary Note in which he drew
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attention to one invalid family-group name which by an oversight

had not been included in the list of such names set out in paragraph

5 of Appendix 2 of the paper submitted with Voting Paper V.P.

(O.M.)(56)19, in paragraph 5 of which he had recommended
that the names so set out in the foregoing Appendix be placed on
the Ojficial Index ofRejected and InvalidFamily-Names in Zoology.

Supplementary Note on the proposals submitted with Voting Paper
V.F.(O.M.)(56)19 regarding family-group names based upon the

names of genera of birds dealt with in Volume 13 of the
" Opinions and Declarations " Series

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

In a paper numbered Z.N.(S.) 1146 issued to the International

Commission on 28th August 1956, I submitted recommendations for

the addition to the Ojficial List and Ojficial Index of certain family-

group names based upon the names of genera of birds dealt with in

Opinions included in Volume 13 of the Opinions and Declarations

Series. Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski has been kind enough to draw
attention to an inadvertent omission in the recommendations then

submitted which it is the object of the present note to rectify.

2. Two names are involved, namely :

—

(a) As explained in the paper referred to above, Rafinesque (1815)

was the first author to establish a nominal family-group taxon
based upon the generic name Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, giving

to the taxon so recognised the incorrectly formed name
CORACINIA. In its corrected form coraciidae the above name
has been recommended (paragraph 5(2) of Appendix 2 to the

paper referred to above) for addition to the Ojficial List

but by an oversight it was not then recommended that the

spelling CORACINIA Rafinesque should be placed on the Official

Index as an Invalid Original Spelling. It is now proposed
that this omission should be made good.

(b) The other name which calls for consideration is the spelHng

CORACIADAE which (as explained in paragraph 2 of Appendix 2

to my note of 28th August) was pubhshed by Gray (G.R.)
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in 1845. If this name had stood by itself, it would have been
necessary for it to be placed on the Official Index as an Errone-
ous Subsequent Spelling for coraciidae (correction of
coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815. However, as noted also in the

paragraph referred to above, Gray had already in 1840
published the same name at the subfamily-name level as

CORACIANAE. Since all family-group names based upon any
given generic name are co-ordinate with one another, the

publication by Gray in 1840 of the subfamily name coracianae
implies for the purposes of nomenclature the publication on
the same occasion of a family name in the form coraciadae.
Accordingly, the family name published by Gray in this in-

correct form five years later, i.e. in 1845, does not constitute

the publication of a new Erroneous Subsequent Spelling.

There is therefore no call to place the spelling coraciadae
Gray, 1845, on the Official Index, that spelling having been
duly taken care of by the proposed addition to the Official

Index of the same spelling at the subfamily-name level (as

coracianae) by Gray in 1840.

3. The points discussed above should, I suggest, be treated as

having been incorporated into my paper of 28th August last (Z.N.(S.)

1146) issued with Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(56)19. It is not proposed
for this purpose to issue a supplementary Voting Paper, it being

considered that Members of the Commission will take the view that the

submission of the present note will be sufficient. It is proposed,
however, that the Voting Period for the Voting Paper referred to above
should be extended from 28th September 1956 to 18th October 1956,

thus providing a clear period of One Calendar Month from the date

of issue of the present note.

5. The Prescribed Voting Period : As Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)

(56)19 was issued under the One-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period would normally have closed on 28th September

1956, but by the direction specified in paragraph 3 of a Minute

executed by the Secretary on 18th September 1956 (the text of

which has been reproduced in paragraph 4 of the present Direction)

the foregoing Period was for the reasons there explained extended

to 18th October 1956.

6. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(56)19:

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state
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of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(56)19 was as

follows:

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one

(21) Commissioners {arranged in the order in which Votes

were received):

Holthuis ; Yokes ; Lemche ; Prantl ; Jaczewski ; Esaki

;

Bradley (J.C.) ; doAmaral ; Sylvester-Bradley ;Boschma;

Key ; Cabrera ; Hanko ; Hemming ; Dymond ; Stol)
;

Kiihnelt ; Mertens ; Bonnet ; Mayr ; Miller
;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) On leave ofAbsence, four (4) :

Riley ; Bodenheimer ; Tortonese ; Hering

(c) Voting Papers not returned :

None.

7. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 19th October 1956,

Mr. Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting

as Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.

(O.M.)(56)19, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set

out in paragraph 6 above and declaring that the proposal submitted

in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that

the decision so taken was the decision of the International Com-
mission in the matter aforesaid.

8. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Direction " :

On 19th October 1956 Mr. Hemming prepared the RuHng given
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in tiie present Direction and at the same time signed a Certificate

that the terms of that Ruhng were in complete accord with those

of the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(56)19, subject to the addition to

the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in

Zoology of the name specified in paragraph 2(a) of the Supple-

mentary Note submitted to the Commission by the Secretary

on 18th September 1956, the text of which has been reproduced

in paragraph 4 of the present Direction.

9. Original References: The following are the original references

for the family-group names placed on the Official List and Official

Index of such names respectively by the Ruling given in the

present Direction:

—

CORACES Naumann, 1822, Natur. Vogel Deutschl. : i, 3

CORACIANAE Gray (G.R.), 1840, List Gen. Birds [Ed. 1] : 9

coRACiiDAE (= correction of coracinia Rafinesque, 1815)

COACINIA Rafinesque, 1815, Analyse Nature : 67

10. The following are the original references for the generic

names placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic

Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Direction :
—

Coracius Deby, 1845, Zoologist 3 : 1021

Helmithera Sundevall, 1872, Meth. Av. Tentamen (1) : 28

11. The prescribed procedures were duly complied with by the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in dealing

with the present case, and the present Direction is accordingly

hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all

and every the powers conferred upon him in that behalf.



290 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS

12. The present Direction shall be known as Direction Fifty-

Eight (58) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Nineteenth day of October, Nineteen

Hundred and Fifty-Six.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Notice to Subscribers

The immediately preceding " Direction " (" Direction " 57), which
is being published simultaneously with the present " Direction " is

being issued as Part D.18 of Section D of Volume 1 of the present Series.
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DIRECTION 75

SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE
FAMILY-GROUP NAME " URINATORIDAE " (CORREC-
TION OF " URINATORES ") YIEILLOT, 1818, AND
ADDITION TO THE " OFFICIAL LIST OF FAMILY-
GROUP NAMES IN ZOOLOGY " OF THE NAMES
*'PODICIPITIDAE" (CORRECTION OF
" PODICEPINAE ") BONAPARTE, 1831, AND
" GAVIIDAE " COUES, 1903, AS THE
FAMILY-GROUP NAMES FOR GREBES
AND DIVERS (LOONS) RESPECTIVELY
(CLASS AYES) (" DIRECTION " SUP-
PLEMENTARY TO " OPINION "

401)

. RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the family-

group name urinatoridae (correction of urinatores)

Vieillot, 1818, is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those ofthe Law ofHomonymy.

(2) The under-mentioned family-group names of taxa

belonging to the Class Aves are hereby placed on the

Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the

Name Numbers severally specified below :

—

(a) PODiciPiTiDAE (correction of podicepinae)
Bonaparte, 1831 (type genus : Podiceps Latham,

1787) (Name No. 190) ;

(b) GAVIIDAE Coues, 1903 (type genus : Gavia Forster,

1788) (Name No. 191).

JUf 8 1957
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(2) The under-mentioned family-group names are

hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and
Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name
Numbers severally specified below :

—

(a) COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824 (type genus : Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, incorrectly determined as the

genus typified by Colymbus immer Briinnich,

1764) (invalid (i) under Declaration 28 because
based upon an erroneously determined type

genus and (ii) under Declaration 20 because the

name of the type genus has been suppressed

under the Plenary Powers by the Ruling given in

Opinion 401) (Name No. 216) ;

(b) COLYMBIDAE Coucs, 1903 (type genus : Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, correctly determined as the genus
typified by Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758)

(invalid under Declaration 20 because the name
of the type genus has been suppressed under the

Plenary Powers by the Ruling given in Opinion

401) (Name No. 217) ;

(c) PODICEPINAE Bonaparte, 1831 (type genus : Podiceps
Latham, 1787) (an Invalid Original Spelling for

podicipitidae) (Name No. 218) ;

(d) the under-mentioned Erroneous Spellings for
PODICIPITIDAE (correction of podicepinae)
Bonaparte, 1831 (type genus : Podiceps Latham,
1787) :—

(i) PODICEPSINAE Gray (G.R.), 1840 (Name No.
219);

(ii) PODiciPiNAE Bonaparte, 1838 (Name No.
220) ;

(iii) PODiciPEDiDAE Ogilvic-Grant, 1898 (Name No.
221);

(e) URiNATORiDAE (correction of URiNATORES)Vieillot,
I 1818 (type genus : Urinator Lacepede, 1799)
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(first published in correct form as urinatoridae
by Baird, Brewer and Ridgeway, 1884), as

suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)

above (Name No. 222) ;

(f) URINATORES Vicillot, 1818 (an Invalid Original

Spelling for urinatoridae) (Name No. 223).

(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Number 1380 :

—

arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as pubhshed in the com-
bination Colymbus arcticus.

(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 995 :

—

Podicipes [Oken], 1839 (an Invalid Emendation of
Podiceps Latham, 1787).

I. THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE PRESENT
" DIRECTION "

The present Direction is in the nature of a supplement to

Opinion 401 in that it deals with certain family-group-name

problems involved in connection with the generic names

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, Podiceps Latham, 1787, and Gavia

Forster, 1788 (Class Aves) which formed the subject of that Opinion

which it was necessary at that time to defer for further investiga-

tion. The required consultations in regard to this matter were

concluded in the summer of 1956 and on 7th August of that year
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the following Report was completed by the Secretary for the

consideration of the International Commission :

—

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to secure that the family-group name

for the Divers (Loons) shall be " Gaviidae " Coues, 1903, the

oldest family-group name based on the generic name " Gavia "

Forster, 1788, the name prescribed for this genus by the

Ruling under the above Powers given in "Opinion" 401

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

The object of the present application is to place before the Inter-

national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature a proposal that

it should use its Plenary Powers to render the family-group name

GAVIIDAE Coues, 1903, the oldest available family-group name for the

Divers (Loons) by suppressing the earlier name urinatoridae (cor-

rection of URINATORES) Vieihot, 1816 (Class Aves). The present

application arises out of a Ruling given by the International

Commission under its Plenary Powers in Opinion 401 on an application

submitted by the Standing Committee on Ornithological Nomenclature

established in 1950 by the Tenth International Ornithological Congress,

Uppsala (Meinertzhagen, for the Standing Committee, 1952, Bull,

zool. Nomencl. 9 : 6—7). Since the above Opinion has only just been

published (24th July 1956, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl.

13 : 1—64), it may be convenient to note that in it the International

Commission used its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, and to validate the name Podiceps Latham,

1787 (type species : Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758) as the generic

name for the Grebes and Gavia Forster, 1788 (type species : Colymbus

immer Briinnich, 1764) as the generic name for the Divers (Loons).

At the time when the application dealt with in the foregoing Opinion

was submitted, the Commission did not normally deal with the family-

group-name questions involved in applications regarding generic names

and it did not do so on this occasion. The problem dealt with in the

present application accordingly only came to light later when the

Commission came to consider the family-group-name problems

involved in the Colymbus case.

2. Double usage of the family name " colymbidae "
: Owmg to the

long-standing usage of the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758

{Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 135) both for the Divers (Loons) and for the

Grebes, it was only to be expected that this generic name should have

been taken as the base for a family name colymbidae for both these

groups by ornithologists of the, two schools of thought concerned.

The earhest references for this name as used in each of the above

senses are the following :

—

(a) COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824, Gen. Zool. 12 : 230 (type genus :

' Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, incorrectly determined as the genus

for the Divers)
;
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(b) COLYMBIDAE Coues, 1903, Key N. Amer. Birds (ed. 5) 2 : 104

(type genus : Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, correctly determined

as the genus for the Grebes).

3. Under Declaration 20^ a family-group name is automatically

suppressed under the Plenary Powers if the name of its type genus is

suppressed under those Powers. Accordingly, since under the Ruling
given in the Commission's Opinion 401 the generic name Colymbus
Linnaeus, 1758, has been suppressed under the Plenary Powers, the

same action involved the suppression of the family-group name
COLYMBIDAE. Tliis Ruling therefore terminates the existence of the

family-group name colymbidae Coues, 1903. As objectively invalid

names, both the name colymbidae Shaw, 1824, and the name
COLYMBIDAE Coues, 1903, should now be placed on the Ojficial Index

of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology.

(i) The Family-Group Name for the Divers (Loons)

4. Publication of the name " gaviidae " by Coues in 1903 : It was not
until the beginning of the present century that American ornithologists

finally took the view that the oldest available generic name for the

Divers (Loons) was Gavia Forster, 1788 {Enchiridion Hist. nat. : 38).

This view was based on two premises, namely, (a) that, as shown by
Stejneger (L.), in 1882 {Proc. U.S. nat. Mus. 5 : 43) the generic name
Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, so long used for the Divers, was not available

for this genus, its type species being a Grebe, and (b) that the generic

name Urinator Lacepede, 1799 (paragraph 5 below,) which Stejneger

had adopted for the Divers was a junior subjective synonym of Gavia
Forster, 1788. The first author to carry this view to its logical con-

clusion by establishing a nominal family-group taxon based on the

generic name Gavia Forster was Coues who in 1903 {Key N. Amer.
Birds (ed. 5) 2 : 104) published the family name gaviidae.

5. The generic name " Urinator " Lacepede, 1799 : At this point it

is necessary to take account of the bearing on the present case of the

generic name Urinator Lacepede, 1799 {Tab. Mamm. Ois. : 14) referred

to in paragraph 4 above. This nominal genus was established without
cited nominal species but in [1802] {in Buffon, Hist, nat., Quadr.
14 : 310, 311) nominal species were cited for this genus by Lacepede
himself. Five such species were then placed in this genus, two on
page 310 and three on page 311. The second of the three species cited

on page 311 was Colymbus glacialis Linnaeus, 1766 {Syst. Nat. (ed. 12)

^ Published in 1955 {Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 10 : i

—

viii.)
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1(1) : 221). This nominal species was selected by Ogilvie-Grant, 1898
{Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 26 : 486) as the type species of Urinator

Lacepede, This nominal species is currently identified with Colymbus
immer Briinnich, 1764. As under Opinion 401 the latter species has
been designated as the type species of Gavia Forster, 1788, the generic

name Urinator Lacepede, 1799, is a junior subjective synonym of
Gavia Forster, 1788.

6. The family-group name " urinatoridae " (correction of
" URiNATOREs ") Vieillot, 1816: In 1818 {Nouv. Diet. Hist. nat.

27 : 120) Vieillot established as a " Famille " the nominal family-group
taxon URINATORES. After giving the characters which he regarded
as diagnostic for this taxon, Vieillot stated :

" Cette Famille compose
des genres Heliorne, Grebe et Plongeon ". Of these vernacular

(French) generic names, " Plongeon " was the name applied to the

Divers by French ornithologists in Vieillot's day. Earlier in the same
paper (: 114) Vieillot had dealt with the genus "Plongeon", for

which he had cited (as he considered) the equivalent Latin generic

name Colymbus Linnaeus. The family-group name so published

by Vieillot was introduced in the correct form urinatoridae in 1884

{Water Birds N. Amer. 2 : 444) by Baird, Brewer & Ridgeway who
adopted the view put forward by Stejneger in 1 882 (paragraph 4 above)
that Colymbus Linnaeus was not available for the Divers (Loons)
and that Urinator Lacepede, 1799, was the oldest available name for

that genus and who completed the action implicitly required by
Stejneger's conclusions by introducing the nominal family name
urinatoridae for this genus in place of the no longer available name
COLYMBIDAE.

7. The rival names "urinatoridae" (correction of " urinatores ")

Vieillot, 1818, and " gaviidae " Coues, 1903 : The family-group names
URINATORIDAE (correction of urinatores) Vieillot, 1818, and gaviidae
Coues, 1903, are, as we have seen, subjective synonyms of one another.

Up to the year 1953 the valid name for the family-group taxon con-

cerned would have been gaviidae, for under Article 5 of the Regies

as they existed at that time a family name had to be changed when the

name of the type genus of the family had to be altered and in

consequence the replacement under the Law of Priority of the name
Urinator Lacepede, 1799, by the older name Gavia Forster, 1788,

would have led automatically to the replacement also of the family

name urinatoridae by the family name gaviidae. The position

in this matter was altered in 1953 as the result of a decision by the

Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen (1953
Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 36, Decision 54(l)(a)), which
provided that " where the name of the type genus of a taxon belonging
to the family-group has to be changed because it is found to be either

(i) a junior objective synonym or (ii) a junior subjective synonym, the

name of the family-group taxon based on the name of that type genus
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is not to be changed ". This decision had the praiseworthy object

of limiting name-changing at the family-group level and it could
serve that purpose whenever in the future it is necessary for either

of the reasons given above to change the name of the type genus of a

nominal family-group taxon. Unfortunately, however, this change
in the Regies has in practice led to exactly the opposite result from that

which it was intended to serve, for it has given rise to the emergence
from synonymy of long-forgotten family-group names which have
been enabled to displace well-known names in common use. This is

exactly what would happen in the present case if the Commission did

not intervene to prevent it. The re-emergence of the family name
URINATORIDAE for the Divers would run counter to the object which the

Commission set itself in Opinion 401, namely, the stabilisation of the

Diver-name/Grebe-name problem on the basis of the acceptance of
the names Gavia Forster and Podiceps Latham, and would open up a
new era of name-changing in this group. It is accordingly recom-
mended that in the interest of nomenclatorial stability and in

completion of the settlement at the generic-name level by the Ruling

given in the foregoing Opinion, the family-group name urinatoridae
(correction of urinatores) Vieillot, 1818, should be suppressed by
the Commission under its Plenary Powers.

8. The specific name " arcticus " Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the

combination " Colymbus arcticus "
: Before leaving the Diver-name

side of the present case, there is one further point which calls for

attention. This is in connection with the specific name arcticus

Linnaeus, 1758 {Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 135), as pubhshed in the

combination Colymbus arcticus, which is the oldest available name for

the Black-throated Diver. Throughout the whole history of the

Colymbus case the above name played an outstanding role, for of the

species originally placed in the genus Colymbus by Linnaeus in 1758, the

species so named was the only Diver (Loon), the remaining three species

cited being all Grebes. Thus, it was the inclusion of arcticus in

Colymbus in 1758 which alone provided the basis on which the claim

that the name Colymbus should be used for the Divers and not for the

Grebes was later built up. For these reasons it is perhaps a matter for

surprise that, in making their application to the International Com-
mission as to the species to be designated under the Plenary Powers to

be the type species of the genus Gavia Forster, 1788, the genus in which
the Divers are in future to be placed, the applicants passed over in

silence the historical claims of the Black-throated Diver (C arcticus

Linnaeus, 1758) to be regarded as the typical representative of the Divers

and instead recommended that the species to be designated as the type

species of Gavia Forster should be the later-established nominal species

Colymbus immer Briinnich, 1764, the Great Northern Diver. As already

noted (paragraph 1 above) the recommendation so submitted was
approved by the International Commission and the name immer
Briinnich was placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology.

The name arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, was not, however, placed on the
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Official List at the same time that the name immer Briinnich was entered

thereon. This omission was an inadvertent breach of the General
Directive by the International Congress of Zoology that the Ruling
given in every Opinion is to be comprehensive in scope and is to deal

with every name involved in the case submitted. It is accordingly

recommended that this matter should now be regularised by the

addition of the specific name arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, to the Official

List.

(ii) The Family-Group Name for the Grebes

9. The Invalid Emendation " Podicipes " [Oken], 1839, of the

generic name " Podiceps " Latham, 1787 : By its Ruling given in

Opinion 401 the International Commission, as already noted (para-

graph 1 above) has taken action under its Plenary Powers to secure

that the generic name Podiceps Latham, 1787, with Colymbus cristatus

Linnaeus, 1758, as type species, shall be the oldest available generic

name for the Grebes. Before considering the question of the family-

group name based on the foregoing name, attention must be drawn
to an attempt which was made to emend the spelling of that name
to Podicipes. The first author to have made this emendation appears
to have been Oken in an anonymous note published in 1839 {Isis

(Oken) 1839 : 673). This emendation was used by various later

authors, including Saunders (H.) in 1889 (///. Man. Brit. Birds : 111),

whose usage of this spelling was cited in the synonymy of Podiceps

cristatus Linnaeus given in 1940 in Volume 4 of the Handbook of
British Birds (: 85), by Ogilvie-Grant in 1898 {Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 26 :

502) and by Coues in 1903 {Key N. Amer. Birds (ed. 5) 2 : 1051).

There is no evidence in Latham's book that the spelling Podiceps

was an Invalid Original Spelling and accordingly under the Rules

laid down by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology,
Copenhagen, 1953 {Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 43—44,

Decision 71) the name Podiceps Latham is the Valid Original Spelling

of this name and the name Podicipes [Oken] is an Invalid Emendation.
This latter name should now be placed on the Official Index ofRejected
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. Further, as pointed out by
Professor L. W. Grensted, the Commission's Consulting Classical

Adviser, in the Report attached to the present note as an Annexe, the

emendation ^'Podicipes'"' would have been wholly invalid and un-

acceptable even if " Podiceps " had been an Invalid Original Spelling.

10. Family-Group Name based on the generic name " Podiceps "

Latham, 1787 : The name for the family based on the generic name
PoJicep^', Latham, 1787, has been spelled in a variety of ways by
different authors. As a first step, therefore, the~ Commission's



DIRECTION 75 301

Classical Advisor, Professor Grensted, was asked to report on which
was the correct spelling for this family name. Professor Grensted's
Report which, as already noted, is attached to the present paper as

an Annexe, shows that the correct spelling is podicipitidae. The
first author to establish a nominal family-group taxon based on the

genus Podiceps Latham was Bonaparte, who in 1831 established this

nominal taxon under the defectively formed name podicepinae. It

is necessary therefore to cite this name as " podicipitidae (correction

of podicepinae) Bonaparte, 1831 ". The correct spelUng podicipit-

idae was propounded in 1903 by Coues {Key N. Amer. Birds (ed. 5)

2 : 1051, footnote), although he himself then used the spelling

podicipedidae. The correct spelling was used in 1940 in the Handbook
of British Birds (4 : 85). The following are the original references

for the various Spellings which have been published for this name :

—

podicepinae Bonaparte, 1831, Saggio Distr. met. Anim. Vertebr. : 62

PODICEPSINAE Gray (G.R.), 1840, List Gen. Birds [ed. 1] : 76

PODiciPiNAE Bonaparte, 1838, Geogr. comp. List Birds Eur. N. Amer. :

64

PODICIPEDIDAE Ogilvie-Grant, 1898, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 26 : 502

Bonaparte (1831 and 1838) and Gray (1840) used the correct spelling

Podiceps for this generic name, while (as already noted) Ogilvie-

Grant (1898) used the Invalid ^raervdaXion Podicipes [Oken], this being,

no doubt, the reason for the peculiar form adopted by him for the

family name. The name podicipitidae (correction of podicepinae)

Bonaparte, 1831, should now be placed on the Official List of Family-
Group Names in Zoology, while the following entries should be made
on the corresponding Official Index :

—

podicepinae Bonaparte, 1831

(an Invalid Original Spelling for podicipitidae), together with the

following Erroneous Subsequent Spellings for the above name :

—

PODICEPSINAE Gray (G.R.), 1840 ; podicipinae Bonaparte, 1838
;

podicipedidae Ogilvie-Grant, 1898.

Recommendations

11. For the reasons set out in the present application it is recom-
mended that the International Commission on Zoological Nomen-
clature should :

—

(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned family-

group name for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for
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those of the Law of Homonymy : urinatoridae (correction

of URiNATOREs) Vieillot, 1818 (type genus : Urinator Lacepede,

1799) (paragraph 7)

;

(2) place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official

List of Family-Group Names in Zoology :

—

(a) PODiciPiTiDAE (correction of podicepinae) Bonaparte, 1831

(type genus : Podiceps Latham, 1787) (paragraph 10) ;

(b) gaviidae Coues, 1903 (type genus : Gavia Forster, 1788)

(paragraph 4)

;

(3) place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official

Index ofRejected and InvalidFamily-Group Names in Zoology

:

—

(a) COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824 (type genus : Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, incorrectly determined as the genus typified by
Colymbus immer Briinnich, 1764 [The Great Northern
Diver]) (invalid (i) under Declaration 28 ^ because based

upon an erroneously determined type genus and (ii)

under Declaration 20 because the name of the type

genus has been suppressed under the Plenary Powers)

(paragraphs 2—3)

;

(b) COLYMBIDAE Coucs, 1903 (type genus : Colymbus Linnaeus,

1758, correctly determined as the genus typified by
Colymbus cristatus Linnaeus, 1758 [The Great Crested

Grebe]) (invalid under Declaration 20 because the name
of the type genus has been suppressed under the Plenary

Powers) (paragraphs 2—3) ;

(c) PODICEPINAE Bonaparte, 1831 (type genus : Podiceps

Latham, 1787) (an Invalid Original Spelling for podicipi-

tidae) (paragraph 10)

;

(d) PODICEPSINAE Gray (G.R.), 1840 (type genus : Podiceps

Lathani, 1787) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for

PODICIPITIDAE) (paragraph 10) ;

(e) PODiciPiNAE Bonaparte, 1838 (type genus : Podiceps

Latham 1787) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for

PODICIPITIDAE) (paragraph 10) ;

_i .

Published in 1955 {Ops. Beds. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 10 : 493—510)
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(f) PODiciPEDiDAE Ogilvic-Grant, 1898 (type genus : Podicipes

[Oken], 1839, an Invalid Emendation of Podiceps

Latham, 1787) (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for

p6dicipitidae) (paragraph 10) ;

(g) URiNATORiDAE (correction of urinatores) Vieillot, 1818

(type genus : Urinator Lacepede, 1799) (first published

in correct form as urinatoridae, by Baird, Brewer and
Ridgeway, 1884) as proposed to be suppressed under the

Plenary Powers under (1) above (paragraph 7) ;

(h) urinatores Vieillot, 1818 (type genus : Urinator Lacepede,

1799 (an Invalid Original Spelling for urinatoridae)
(paragraph 7) ;

(4) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of
Specific Names in Zoology : arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as pub-
lished in the combination Colymbus arcticus (paragraph 8) ;

(5) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index

of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology : Podicipes

[Oken], 1839 (an Invalid Emendation of Podiceps Latham,
1787) (paragraph 9) ;

ANNEXE

Report on the question of the correct form of the family-group name
based upon the generic name " Podiceps " Latham, 1787 (Class

Aves)

ByL. W. GRENSTED, M.A., D.D.

{Consulting Classical Adviser to the

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

Report dated 24th April 1956

In the case of the generic name Podiceps Latham the answer to the

question of what is the correct form for the family name depends on the

meaning of the name. I can make no sense of it except as derived

from podium (a projecting balcony) and caput (a head). The termina-

tion " -ceps " in this sense occurs in several common classical
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adjectives (anceps, biceps, praeceps, triceps). This gives a meaning
specially appropriate to the Great Crested Grebe, and is obviously
right. These classical forms in " -ceps " all make the genitive
" -cipitis " (cf. caput) and the family name must therefore be
PODICIPITIDAE.

Unfortunately " -ceps " also occurs as a derivative from capio,

e.g. auceps, -cupis, princeps, -ipis. This makes no sense at all as a

derivation for the name Podiceps (a foot-catcher, buttock-catcher, or
balcony-catcher !) and can safely be disregarded, despite the more
euphonious family name resulting.

I see in the Handbook of British Birds (4 : 85) the queer variant

Podicipes cristatus (Linnaeus) Saunders, p. 717^. This looks like an
attempt to make the word mean " foot-footed "

! But actually the

classical adjective ending in " -ceps " are based upon pre-classical

forms found in Plautus, etc., ending in " -cipes ". Thus, the classical

anceps (two-headed) appears in Plautus as ancipes. The stem in

either case is " -cipit- ", so that Saunders's variant^ does not alter the

answer to the main question. In any case it is wholly invalid.

II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE

2. Registration of the present application : Upon receipt of

Mr. Hemming's Report the question of the action required in

connection with the family-group-name aspects of certain of the

generic names dealt with in Opinion 401 was allotted the

Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1150.

3. Publication of the present application : The present applica-

tion was sent to the printer on 12th July 1956 and was published

on 28th September in the same year in Part 9 of Volume 12 of the

Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming, 1956, Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 12 : 240—247).

As noted in paragraph 9 of the foregoing appHcation, the variant spelling

Podicipes was first pubUshed in 1839 in an anonymous note believed to have
been written by Oken.
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4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure

pr.escribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology,

Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51—56), Public Notice

of the possible use by the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was given

on 28th September 1956 (a) in Part 9 of Volume 12 of thQ Bulletin of
Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Hemming's
Report was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial

publications. In addition, such Notice was given also to four

general zoological serial publications. In view of the wide

interest shown in the problem raised by the generic name Colymbus
Linnaeus at the time of the discussions which led ultimately to the

adoption of Opinion 401, copies of the foregoing Public Notice

were communicated also to the twelve ornithological serial

publications and institutions concerned with ornithology to

which had been communicated the Public Notices issued in

connection with the aspect of the present problem dealt with in the

foregoing Opinion. The countries to which copies of the Public

Notice were thus sent were : Australia ; Denmark ; France (2) ;

Germany (2) ; Netherlands ; Union of South Africa ; United

Kingdom ; U.S.A. (3).

5. No objection received : No objection to the action proposed

in the present case was received from any source.

III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE

6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(57)4 : On 1st April 1957

a Voting Paper (V.P.(O.M.)(57)4) was issued in which the Members
of the Commission were invited to vote either for, or against,

" the proposal relating to the family-group name gaviidae

and matters associated therewith as set out in Points (1) to (5)

in paragraph 11 on pages 245—246 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin

of Zoological Nomenclature " [i.e. in the paragraph numbered as

above in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the

present Direction].
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7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting

Paper was issued under the One-Month Rule, the Prescribed

Voting Period closed on 1st May 1957.

8. Particulars of the Voting on Votmg Paper V.P.(O.M.)(57)4 :

At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting

on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(57) 4 was as follows :

—

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by thefollowing twenty-four

(24) Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes

were received) :

Lemche ; Riley ; Mayr ; Hering ; Bodenheimer
;

Vokes ; Cabrera ; Bonnet ; Prantl ; Esaki ; Mertens
;

Hemming ; Miller ; do Amaral ; Kiihnelt ; Holthuis
;

Jaczewski ; Boschma ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Sylvester-

Bradley ; Dymond ; Stoll ; Tortonese ; Key
;

(b) Negative Votes :

None
;

(c) Prevented from voting by interruption of postal communica-

tions consequent upon political disturbances, one (1) :

Hanko ;

(d) Voting Papers not returned :

None,

9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 2nd May 1957, Mr.

Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission, acting as

Returning Officer for the Vote taken on Voting Paper

V.P.(O.M.)(57)4, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as
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set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal

submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted

and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International

Commission in the matter aforesaid.

10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present " Direction ":

On 5th May 1957 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the

present Direction and at the same time signed a Certificate that

the terms of that Ruling were in complete accord with those of

the proposal approved by the International Commission in its

Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(57)4.

11. Original References : The following are the original

references for the specific name placed on the Official List and
the generic name placed on the Official Index by the Ruling

given in the present Direction :

—

arcticus, Colymbus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 135

Podicipes [Oken], 1839, Isis (Oken) 1839 : 673

12. The following are the original references for the family-

group names placed on the Official List and on the Official Index

of such names by the Ruling given in the present Direction :

—

COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824, Gen. Zool. 12 : 230

COLYMBIDAE Coues, 1903, Key N. Amer. Birds (ed. 5) 2: 104

GAVIIDAE Coues, 1903, Key N. Amer. Birds (ed. 5) 2 : 104

PODICEPSINAE Gray (G.R.), 1840, List Gen. Birds [ed. 1] : 76

PODICIPEDIDAE Ogilvic-Grant, 1898, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 16 : 502

PODICIPINAE Bonaparte, 1838, Geogr. comp. List Birds Eur. N.

Amer. : 64

PODiciPiTiDAE (correction of podicepinae) Bonaparte, 1831,

Saggio Distr. met. Anim. Vertebr. : 62

PODICEPINAE Bonaparte, 1831 (an Invalid Original Spelling for

PODICIPITIDAE)
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URiNATORiDAE (correction of URiNATOREs) Vieillot, 1818, Nouv.

Diet. Hist. nat. 27 : 120

URINATORES Vieillot, 1818 (an Invalid Original Spelling for

URINATORIDAE)

13. The following is the original reference to the place of

publication of the corrected form urinatoridae for the name
URINATORES Vicillot, 1818, specified in the Ruling given in the

present Direction :

—

URINATORIDAE Baird, Brevier & Ridgeway, 1884, Water Birds

N. Amer. 2 : 444

14. The prescribed procedures were duly compUed with by
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

dealing with the present case, and the present Direction is

accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International

Commission by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary

in the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,

to virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon him in that

behalf.

15. The present Direction shall be known as Direction Seventy-

Five (75) of the International Commission on Zoological

Nomenclature.

Done in London, this Fifth day of May, Nineteen Hundred
and Fifty-Seven.

Secretary to the International Commission

on Zoological Nomenclature

FRANCIS HEMMING

Printed in England by Metcalfe & Cooper Limited, 10-24 Scrutton St., London E C2
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Corrigenda

page 67. Ruling (l)(b), line 4 : insert " 1907 " after " Buturlin ".

page 77. Ruling (l)(b), line 2 : substitute " leucoptera " for " sibirica '
.

page 170. Paragraph 13, line 10 : insert " (ed. 13) " after " Nat.'".

page 190. Paragraph 16, line 10 : substitute "xli" for "xii".

page 230. Paragraph 21, line 8 : substitute " arararacina " for " araracina

page 278. Ruling (2)(b), line 3 : insert bracket after coracinia.

page 278. Ruling (3)(a), first line : substitute " Coracius " for " Coiiacius ".
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SUBJECT INDEX
All names dealt with in the present volume are, other than certain names rejected

as junior homonyms, names of taxa in the Class Aves

Page
albicollis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Fringilla albicollis,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 724 . . 207

albiventor Lesson, 1831, as published in the combination Carta albiventor, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 716 .

.

. . 160

americ. [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Vermivora americ. [sic],

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

. . . . . . . . . . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 291 206

arararacina [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Psittacus ararara-
cina, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy . . . . . . . . . . . . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 292 206

arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Colymbus arcticus, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1380 .

.

• . 295

australis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as pubhshed in the combination Sterna australis,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . . . . . . . . . 159

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 284 160

barbata Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Muscicapa, designation of, under the Plenary Powers,
to be the type species of Myiobius Darwin, 1839 . . .

.

. . . . . • 245

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 728 . . 245

barrowi Gray (J.E.), 1829, as published in the combination Otis barrowi, placed on the

Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 707 .

.

.

.

. . 133

bicator Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Coracias bicator, suppression

of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of

the Law of Homonymy . . . . . . . . • . • • • • • • • • 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 293 206
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Page
borealis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Motacilla borealis,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority
but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

. . . . .

.

. . 1 59

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 281 160

brachydactila Leisler, 1814, as published in the combination Alauda brachydactila,

emendation of, to brachydactyla .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 193

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 289 as an Invalid Original Spelling 193

brachydactyla (emend, of brachydactila) Leisler, 1814, as published in the combina-
tion Alauda brachvdactila, placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 721 193

cafer Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination Cuculus cafer, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for

those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

.

.

. . 133

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 274 134

cafra Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination Otis cafra, suppression of,

under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for

those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. • . . 133

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 273 134

calidris Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Motacitta [sic] calidris,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

. . . . . . . . . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 294 206

camelus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Struthio camelus, accept-
ance of Restricted Locality for .

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

. . . . . . 235

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 726 . . 235

camtschatkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Motacilla
camtschatkensis, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

. . . . 159

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 282 .. 160

caspicus Hablizl, 1783, as published in the combination Colymbus caspicus, sup-
pression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . . . .

.

. . . . . . 121

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 272 121
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Page
cerulea Bennett (F.D.), 1840, as published in the combination Sterna cerulea,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 717 . . 1 60

chlorotis Forster, 1794, as published in the combination Muscicapa chlorotis,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .. .. .. .. .. .. 175

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 287 .. 176

chrysops Latham, 1801, as published in the combination Sylvia chrysops, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 720 .

.

. . 176

cinereus Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Todos [sic] cinereus,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy . . . . .

.

. . .

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 295 206

ciirhatus Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Pelecanus cirrhatus,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . .

.

.

.

. . . . 1 59

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 283 160

clamosus Latham, 1801, as published in the combination Cuculiis clamosus, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 708 .

.

. . 133

COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-

Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 216 .

.

.

. .

.

.

. . 294

COLYMBIDAE Coues, 1903, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-

Group Names in Zqology with NaniQ 'No. 217 294

Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes

of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . .

.

3

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 418 4

Colymbus Paetel, 1875, a junior homonym of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, placed on
the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name
No. 419 .. 4

Colymbus Hadding, 1913, a junior homonym of Colymbus Linnaeus, 1758, placed

on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with

Name No. 420 4

CORACES Naumann (J.A.), 1822, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for coraciidae

(correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815, placed on the Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 107 .

.

.
. 278
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Page
Coracia Brisson, 1760, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes

of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . . . 89

placed on the Official Index of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 427 . . 90

Coracia Hiibner, 1819, a junior homonym of Coracia Brisson, 1760, placed on the

Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 428 90

Coracia Morch, 1865, a junior homonym of Coracia Brisson, 1760, placed on the

Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 429 90

CORACIANAE Gray (G.R.), 1840, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for coraciidae
(correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815, placed on the Official Index of
Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 108 .

.

. . 278

Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 994, with Coracias garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, as type species . . 89

gender of name . . .

.

.

.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89

Coracias Herrmannsen, 1847, a junior homonym of Coracias Linnaeus, 1758, placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with
Name No. 430 90

CORACIIDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815, placed on the Official List

of Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 126, with Coracias Linnaeus,
1758, as type genus .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 277

coracinia Rafinesque, 1815, an Invalid Original Spelling for coRAcnoAE, placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology
with Name No. 106 .. .. 277

Coracius Deby, 1845, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Coracias Linnaeus,
1758, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in

Zoology with Name No. 828 278

cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, Colymbus, designation of, under the Plenary Powers, to be
the type species of /'ocf/ce/75 Latham, 1787 .. .. .. .. .. .. 3

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 699 .

.

4

cyanea Miiller (P.L.S.), [1776], as published in the combination Muscicapa cyanea,
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 729 . . 257

cyanea Vieillot, 1818, as published in the combination Muscicapa cyanea, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and
of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

. . .

.

.

.

. . . . . . 257

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 309 257

cyanea Hume, 1877, as published in the combination Muscitrea cyanea, validation of,

under the Plenary Powers .

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

. . .

.

. . 257

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 730 . . 257
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Page
Declarations containing interpretations of provisions in the Regies, see Regies

Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique.

dominica Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Loxia dominica, sup-
pression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 296 206

eimeensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Columba eimeensis,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .. .. .. .. 159

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 278 160

elegans Forster, 1794, as published in the combination Motacilla elegans, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of
the Law of Homonymy .

.

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 175

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 285 176

elegans Gould, 1837, as published in the combination Malurus elegans, placed on
the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 719 .

.

.

.

. . 176

ericetorum Turton, 1807, as published in the combination Tardus ericetorum,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy . . .. .. .. .. 109

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Soecific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 271 109

falcolinus Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Tetrao falcolinus, sup-
pression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purpose ;both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy . . .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 297 206

ferruginea Merrem, 1784, as published in the combination Muscicapa ferruginea,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 267

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 310 .. 267

ferruginea Hodgson, June 1844, as published in the combination Hemichelidon
ferruginea (a nomen nudum), placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Specific Names in Zoology with Name 'No. 311 .. .. .. • 267

ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, as published in the combination Hemichelidon ferruginea,

validation of, under the Plenary Powers .

.

• • • • • • • • 267

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 732 . . 267
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Page
flava Vieillot, 1817, as published in the combination Campephaga flava, placed on the

Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 709 .

.

.

.

. . 133

flavescens Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination Lanius flavescens,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.. .. .. .. .. 133

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 276 134

Galgulus Brisson, 1760, a junior objective synonym of Coracias Linnaeus, 1758,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 431 90

Galgulus Latreille, [1802—1803], a junior homonym of Galgulus Brisson, 1760,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 432 90

Galgulus Wagler, 1827, a junior homonym of Galgulus Brisson, 1760, placed on the

Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No . 43 3 90

Galgulus Kittlitz, 1832, a junior homonym of Galgulus Brisson, 1760, placed on the

Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 434 90

garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Coracias garrulus, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 703 .

.

. . 89

Gavia Brisson, 1760, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

. . .

.

3

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 421 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.... . . . . .

.

4

Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1 770, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

3

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 422 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

4

Gavia, all uses of, prior to the publication of Gavia Forster, 1788, suppression of,

under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of
the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

. . . . . . .

.

3

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 423 .

.

. . . . .

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

.

.

4

Gavia Forster, 1788, validation of, under the Plenary Powers, setting aside under
the same Powers of all previous type selections for, and designation of Colymbus
immer Briinnich, 1764, as type species of . . .

.

. . . . . . .

.

3

gender of name '.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.

3

placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 992 .

.

3
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Page
Gavia Oken, 1816, a junior homonym of Gavia Forster, 1788, placed on the Official

Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 424 .

.

5

Gavia, Boie, 1822, a junior homonym of Gavia Forster, 1788, placed on the Official

Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 425 .

.

5

Gavia Gloger, 1842, a junior homonym of Gavia Forster, 1788, placed on the Official

Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 426 .

.

5

GAViiDAE Coues, 1903, placed on the Official List ofFamily-Group Names in Zoology
with Name No. 191, with Gavia Forster, 1788, as type genus . . . . • 293

globifera Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Crax globifera, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of
the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. • 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 298 206

harmonicas Latham, 1801, as published in the combination Tardus harmonicas,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 718 . . 176

heinei Finsch & Hartlaub, [1870], as published in the combination Myolestes heinei,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 714 . • 160

Helmithera Sundevall, 1872, an Invalid Emendation oi Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 829 278

Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819, placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 996, with Motacilla vermivora Gmelin (J.E.), [1789], as type species 207

gender of name . . .

.

. . . . . . . . . . • • • • • • 207

hyacinthina Temminck, 1820, as published in the combination Muscicapa hyacinthina,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 731 . . 257

hybrida Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Meleagris hybrida, sup-

pression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of

Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

• • • • • • • 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology

with Name No. 299 206

immer Brunnich, 1764, Colymbus, designation of, under the Plenary Powers, to be

the type species of Gavia Forster, 1788 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

• •
• 3

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 700 .

.

4

leucoptera Pallas, 1811, as published in the combination Alaada leucoptera, placed

on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 702 .

.

.

. 77
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Page
Linnaeus, 1776, /I Catalogue of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects . . . contained in

Edwards's Natural History, all new names or new spellings for previously

published names in, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

title of, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological
Nomenclature with No. 32 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 207

lutea Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Muscicapa lutea, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and
of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . . . . . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 300 206

magnolia Wilson, 1811, as published in the combination Sylvia magnolia, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 723 .

.

.

.

207

Myiobius Darwin, 1839, all previous type selections for, set aside under the Plenary
Powers, and Muscicapa barbata Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], designated as type species .

.

245

gender of name .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . . . . . . . .

.

245

placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 997 .

.

245

natka Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, as published in the combination Lanius natka, placed on
the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 713 .

.

.

.

. . 160

nigricollis Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination Podiceps nigricollis, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 706 .

.

. . 121

nortoniensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Fringilla norton-
iensis, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 149

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 277 149

novaehollandiae Latham, 1790, as published in the combination Muscicapa novae-
hollandiae, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the
Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .. .. .. 175

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 288 . . 176

nyctelea Linnaeus, 1 776, as published in the combination Strix nyctelea, suppression
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of
the Law of Homonymy . . . . . . . . . . .

.

.

.

. . . . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 301 206
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Page

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family- Group Names in Zoology, names placed
on :

COLYMBIDAE Shaw, 1824 .

.

COLYMBIDAE COUCS, 1903
CORACES Naumann (J.A.), 1822
coRACiANAE Gray (G.R.), 1840.

.

CORACINIA Rafinesque, 1815
PODicEPiNAE Bonaparte, 1831 .

.

PODicEPSiNAE Gray (G.R.), 1840
PODiciPEDiDAE OgUvie-Grant, 1 898
PODiciPiNAE Bonaparte, 1838
URiNATORES Vieillot, 1818
URINATORIDAE (correction of urinatores) Vieillot, 1818

294
294
278
278
277
294
294
294
294
295

294-295

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on

Co/ywZ^M^ Linnaeus, 1758
Colymbus Paetel, 1875
Colymbus Hadding, 1913
Corac/a Brisson, 1760
Corac/a Hiibner, 1819
Coracia Morch., \%65
Coracias Herrmannsen, 1 847
Coracius Deby, 1 845
Galgulus Brisson, 1 760 .

.

Galgulus Latreille, [1802—1803]
Ga/gM/«5 Wagler, 1827
Galgulus Kiiilitz, mi
Gavia Brisson, 1760
Gavia Gmelin (S.G.), 1770
Gavia, all uses of, prior to Gavia Forster, 1 788
Gav/a Oken, 1816
Gavza Boie, 1822
Gavia Gloger, 1842
Helmithera Sundevall, 1872
Podicipes [OkQn], 1839
Pyrrhocorax Nozeman & Vosmaer, 1758
Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1 760
Pj/'r/iocorax Vieillot, 1816
Tyrannula Swainson, May 1 827
Fi?/"w?vora Linnaeus, 1776

4
4
4
90
90
90
90

278
90
90
90
90
4
4
4
5

5

5

278
295
90
90
90
245
205

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology, names placed on

americ. [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, Vermivora
arararacina [sic] Linnaeus, 1116, Psittacus
australis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Sterna
bicator LinnaQus, 1116, Coracias
borealis Gmelin (J.R.), [1789], Motacilla
brachydactila Leisler, IS14, Alauda
cafer Lichtenstein, 1793, Cuculus
cafra Lichtenstein, 1793, Otis ....

calidris Linnaeus, 1776, Motacitta [sic]

camtschatkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Motacilla
caspicus Hablizl, 1783, Colymbus
chlorotis Forster, 1 794, Muscicapa

205
205
159
205
159
193
134
134
206
160
121

176
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Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology, names placed on

cinereus Linnaeus, 1776, Todos [sic]

cirrhatus Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Pelecanus
cyanea Vieillot, 1818, Muscicapa
dominica Linnaeus, 1776, Loxia
eimeensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Columba
elegans Forster, 1794, Motacilla
ericetorum Turton, 1807, Tardus
falcolinus Linnaeus, 1776, Tetrao

ferruginea Merrem, 1784, Muscicapa .

.

fenuginea Hodgson, June 1844, Hemichelidon
flavescens Lichtenstein, 1793, Lanius
globifera Linnaeus, 1776, Crax
hybrida Linnaeus, 1776, Meleagris
lutea Linnaeus, 1776, Muscicapa
nortoniensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Fringilla

novaehollandiae Latham, 1790, Muscicapa
nyctelea Linnaeus, 1776, Strix

pensylvanica [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, Passer
perenopterus Linnaeus, 1758, Vultur

phaeus Forster, 1794, Turdus
saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931, Dryabates leucotos

senegallensis Linnaeus, 1776, Picus
septentrionalis Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, Lanius
sibirica Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Alauda
spectrum Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13, ref. Edwards's pi. 315), Psittacus

spectrum Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13, ref. Edwards's pi. 316), Psittacus
sulphuratus Lichtenstein, 1793, Cuculus
tianschanicus Buturlin, 1910, Dendrocopus [sic] major
umbellatus hinnaeus, 1176, Tetrao
unalaschkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Hirundo
voarula Linnaeus, 1776, Motacilla
zeylonicus Linnaeus, 1776, Turdus

Page

206
160
257
206
160
176
109
206
267
267
134
206
206
206
149
176
206
206
193
176
67

207
160
77

207
207
134
67

207
160
207
207

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature, titles of
works placed on :

Linnaeus, 1776, A Catalogue of the Birds, Beasts, Fishes, Insects . . . contained in

Edwards's Natural History 207

Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology, names placed on

coRAcnDAE (correction of coracinia) Rafinesque, 1815
GAViiDAE Coues, 1903
poDiciPiTiDAE (correction of podicepinae) Bonaparte, 1831 .

.

277
293
293

Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on

Corac/a5 Linnaeus, 1758 89
Gav/a Forster, 1788 3

Helmitheros Rafinesque, 1819 207
Mj'/oWmj Darwin, 1839 .. 245
Podiceps LaXham, \1^1 .. 4
Pvrr^ocorax [Tunstall], 1771 . . 90
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Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, names placed on

albicollis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Fringilla

albiventor Lesson, 1831, Carbo
arcticus Linnaeus, 1758, Colymbus
barbata Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Muscicapa
barrowi Gray (J.E.), 1829, Otis
brachydactyla (emend, of brachydactila) Leisler, 1814, Alauda
camelus Linnaeus, 1758, Stnithio
cerulea Bennett (F.D.), 1840, Sterna .

.

chrysops Latham, 1801, Sylvia
clamosiis Latham, 1801, Ciiculus

cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, Colymbus
cyanea Miiller (P.L.S.), [1776], Muscicapa
cyanea Hume, 1877, Muscitrea
elegans Gould, 1837, Malurus .

.

ferruginea Hodgson, 1845, Hemichelidon
flava Vieillot, 1817, Campephaga
garrulus Linnaeus, 1758, Coracias
harmonicus Latham, 1801, Tardus
heinei Finsch & Hartlaub, [1870], Myolestes
hyacinthina Temminck, 1820, Muscicapa
immer Brxmnich., 1764, Colymbus
leucoptera Pallas, 1811, Alauda
magnolia Wilson, 1811, Sylvia .

.

natka Gmelin (J.F.), 1788, Lanius
nigricollis Brehm, 1831, Podiceps
percnopterus (emend, of perenopterus) Linnaeus, 1758, Vultur
philomelos Brehm, 1831, Turdus
pyrrhocorax l^innaeus, 1758, Upupa
pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1 876, Emberiza .

.

sepium Horsfield, 1821, Orthotomos
stairi Gray (G.R.), [1856], Caloenas (Phlegoenas)
syriacus Rothschild, 1910, Struthio camelus
townsendi ObQrholsQY, 1906, Collocalla francica
vermivora Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], Motacilla
yeltonensis Forster, 1 767, Alauda

329

Page

207
160
295
245
133
193
235
160
176
133

4
257
257
176
367
133

89
176
160
257

4
77

207
160
121

193

109
89
149
160
160
235
160
207
77

pensylvanica [sic] Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Passer pensyl-

vanica [sic], suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of
the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 302 .. 206

percnopterus (emend, of perenopterus) Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the com-
bination Vultur perenopterus, placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoo-
logy with Name No. 722 .

.

193

perenopterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Vultur perenopterus,

Qm&nddition of, to percnopterus .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 193

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 290 as an Invalid Original Spelling .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 193
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Page

phaeus Forster, 1794, as published in the combination Turdus phaeus, suppression of,

under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those

of the Law of Homonymy .. .. •• •• •• 175

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 286 .. 176

philomelos Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination Turdus philomelos, placed

on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 705 .

.

. . 109

PODICEPINAE Bonaparte, 1831, an Invalid Original Spelling for podicipitidae,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in

Zoo/ogj with Name No. 218 294

Podiceps Latham, 1787, validation of, under the Plenary Powers, setting aside under
the same Powers of all previous type selections for, and designation of Colymbus
cristatus Linnaeus, 1758, as type species of .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

3

gender of name . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.

. . .

.

3

placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 993 .

.

4

PODiCEPSiNAE Gray (G.R.), 1 840, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for podicipitidae,
placed on the Official Index ofRejected and InvalidFamily-Group Names in Zoology
with Name No. 219 294

podicipedidae Ogilvie-Grant, 1898, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for podici-
pitidae, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names
in Zoology with Name No. 221 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 294

Podicipes [Oken], 1 839, an Invalid Emendation ofPodiceps Latham, 1 787, placed on the

Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 995 295

PODiciPiNAE Bonaparte, 1838, an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for podicipitidae,
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 220 '. 294

podicipitidae (correction of podicepinae) Bonaparte, 1831, placed on the Official
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 190, with Podiceps
Latham, 1787, as type genus .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 293

Pyrrhocorax Nozenjan & Vosmaer, 1758, a name published in a work rejected for
nomenclatorial purposes, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 435 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 90
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Page
Pyrrhocorax Brisson, 1760, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the

purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

89

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 436 90

Pyrrhocorax [TunstallJ, 1771, validation of, under the Plenary Powers .

.

. . 89

gender of name .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

89

placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 995, with
Upupa pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, as type species .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 90

Pyrrhocorax Vieillot, 1816, a junior homonym of Pyrrhocorax [Tunstall], 1771,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 437 .

.

90

pyrrhocorax Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Upupa pyrrhocorax,
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 704 . . 89

pyrrhulinus Swinhoe, 1876, as published in the combination Emberiza pyrrhulinus,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 710 . . .149

Regies Internationales de la Nomenclature Zoologique, interpretation of provisions in,

given by the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in

Declarations :

Article 25, status of a narne for a taxon of any category, when published con-
ditionally, definition of (Declaration 24) .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . xvii

Article 30, Rule (c), definition of the status of a genus under, when on the establish-

ment of that nominal genus only one species is cited as being taxonomically
valid but other nominal species are cited in the synonymy of the name of that

species {Declaration 26) .

.

•

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

xxxvii

Article 30, Rule (g), status of a type selection made under, where the nominal
species selected as the type species of a genus, though objectively identical with
a nominal species originally included in that genus, was not itself cited at the

time of the establishment of the genus (Declaration 25) .

.

.

.

.

.

. . xxvii

Article 35, status under, of the members of the under-mentioned pairs of similar

but not identical names based upon geographical terms :

—

saghalinensis and
sakhalinensis ; sibiricus and sibericus ; tianshanicus and tianschanicus (Declara-

tion 23) i

saghalinensis and sakhalinensis, when combined with the same generic name, ruled

to be homonyms of one another .

.

. . . . .

.

.

.

.

.

i

saghalinensis Yamashina, 1931, as published in the combination Dryabates leucotos

saghalinensis, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names
in Zoology with Name No. 268 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 67

sakhalinensis and saghalinensis, when combined with the same generic name, ruled to

be homonyms of one another .

.

.... .... . . . . .

.

i
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Page
senegallensis Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Picas senegallensis,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 303 207

sepium Horsfield, 1821, as published in the combination Orthotomos sepium, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 715 .

.

. . 160

septentrionalis Gmelin (J.F.), 1 788, as published in the combination Lanius septentrion-

alis, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 159

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with
Name No. 280 160

sibericus and sibiricus, when combined with the same generic name, ruled to be
homonyms of one another .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . .

.

.

.

.

.

i

sibirica Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Alauda sibirica,

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 270 77

sibiricus and sibericus, when combined with the same generic name, ruled to be
homonyms of one another .

.

.

.

. . . . .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

i

spectrum Linnaeus, 1 776 (: 1 3, ref. Edwards's pi. 3 1 5), as published in the combination
Psittacus spectrum, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 304 . . . . 207

spectrum Linnaeus, 1776 (: 13, ref. Edwards's pi. 316), as published in the combina-
tion Psittacus spectrum, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 305 207

stairi Gray (G.R.), [1856], as published in the combination Caloenas {Phlegoenas)
stairi, placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 71 1 160

sulphuratus Lichtenstein, 1793, as published in the combination Cuculus sulphuratus,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority

but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .. .. .. .. .. .. 133

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 275 134

syriacus Rothschild, 1910, as published in the combination Struthio camelus syriacus,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 727 . . 235
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Page
tianschanicus and tianshanicus, when combined with the same generic name, ruled to

be homonyms of one another .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

i

tianshanicus and tianschanicus, when combined with the same generic name, ruled
to be homonyms of one another . . . . . . .

.

.

.

. . .

.

i

tianshanicus Buturlin, 1910, as published in the combination Dendrocopus [sic]

major tianshanicus, placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific
Names in Zoology with Name No. 269 .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 67

townsendi Oberholser, 1906, as published in the combination Collocalla francica
townsendi, placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name
No. 712 160

Tyrannula Swainson, May 1827, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for tlaose of the Law of Homonymy . . 245

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 439 245

umbellatus Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Tetrao umbellatus,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 306 .. 207

unalaschkensis Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Hirundo
unalaschkensis, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the

Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

. . 159

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 279 160

URiNATORES Vieillot, 1818, an Invalid Original Spelling for urinatoridae, placed
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Familv-Group Names in Zoology
with Name No. 223 295

URINATORIDAE (correction of urinatores) Vieillot, 1818, suppression of, under the

Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the

Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

. • . • 293

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Familv-Group Names in Zoology
with Name No. 222 •

.

294-295

Vermivora Linnaeus, 1776, suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the pur-

poses both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology
with Name No. 438 .. 205

vermivora Gmelin (J.F.), [1789], as published in the combination Motacilla vermivora,

placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 725 .
. 207
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Page
voarula Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Motacilla voarula, sup-

pression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

. . 205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with Name No. 307 .

.

207

yeltonensis Forster, 1 767, as published in the combination Alauda yeltonensis, placed
on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 701 .

.

. . 77

zeylonicus Linnaeus, 1776, as published in the combination Tardus zeylonicus,

suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the Law of
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

205

placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoologv
with Name No. 308 .. 207
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